4012

SENATE

THURSDAY, AprIL 7, 1949

(Legislative day of Friday, March 18,
1949)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on
the expiration of the recess.

Rev, Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor
of the Gunton-Temple Memorial Presby-
terian Church, Washington, D. C,, offered
the following prayer:

O Thou eternal God, we pray that the
chosen representatives of our beloved
country may meet the duties and re-
sponsibilities of their high vocation with
loyal and steadfast devotion.

May they daily dedicate themselves
humbly and heroically to the glorious
task of building a social order in which
the spirit of the Prince of Peace shall
prevail.

Grant that they may accept the chal-
lenge of every noble adventure and lofty
endeavor with a resolute faith in the
guiding and sustaining presence of Thy
spirit.

May they be inspired with the coura-
geous mind which welcomes new revela-
tions of knowledge and truth and the
warm heart which is sensitive and re-
sponsive to the needs of struggling
humanity.

To Thy name we ascribe the pralse.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

Or request of Mr. MYERS, and by unan-
imous consent, the reading of the Jour-
nal of the proceedings of Wednesday,
April 6, 1949, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILL

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were com-
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller,
one of his secretaries, and he announced
that on April 7, 1949, the President had
approved and signed the act (8. 790) to
grant the consent of the United States
to the Upper Colorado River Basin
Compact.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED
BILLS SIGNED

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Vice President:

B. 26. An act for the rellef of Jose Babace;

8.27. An act for the relilef of certain
Basque aliens;

B.208. An act for the relief of Ella L.
Browning;

B.278. An act to prevent retroactive check-
age of payments erroneously made to certain
retired officers of the Naval Reserve, and for
other purposes;

S.629. An act to authorize the disposition
of certain lost, abandoned, or unclaimed
personal property coming into the possession
of the Treasury Department, the Department
of the Army, the Department of the Navy,
or the Department of the Alr Force, and for
other purposes; and

S.748. An act for the relief of Charles L.
Bishop.
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TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS—
CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Members of the
Senate be permitted, without debate, to
present routine matters, including inser-
tions in the Recorp, as though we were in
the morning hour, without jeopardizing
the parliamentary situation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I suggest to
the able acting majority leader that we
have a quorum call,

Mr. MYERS. I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Brewster Hoey Morse
Butler Humphrey undt

Caln Ives yers
Connally Jenner Neely
Donnell Johnson, Colo. O'Conor
Downey Kefauver Reed
Eastland Eerr Robertson
Ecton - Kilgore Bchoeppel
Ellender Langer Smith, Maine
Ferguso: McCarthy Stennis
Flanders MeClellan Taylor
Frear McFarland Thomas, Utah
Fulbright McGrath Vandenberg
George MecKellar Watkins
Green McMahon ‘Wherry
Gurney Malone Wiley
Hayden Maybank Williams
Hendrickson  Miller Withers
Hill Millikin

Mr. MYERS. I announce that the
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. ANDER~
goN], the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
Byrpl, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr,
CuAPMAN], the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Doucras], the Senators from Florida
[Mr. HoLLanD and Mr. PeprER], the Sen-
ators from Wyoming [Mr. HoNT and Mr.
O’MaHONEY], the Senator from Texas
[Mr. Jornson], the Senator from Loui-
siana [Mr., Lowncl, the Senator from
Washington [Mr. MaeNusoN], the Sena-
tor from Nevada [Mr. McCARrRAN], the
Senator from Montana [Mr, MuURRAY],
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL],
the Senator from Alabama [Mr., SPARK-
maN], the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr.
TromMas], and the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr, Typings] are detained on offi-
cial business in meetings of committees
of the Senate.

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
CHAvEZ] and the BSenator from Illi-
nois [Mr. Lucas] are absent on official
business.

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE]
and the Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. JomnsTON] are absent on public
business.

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr,
Granam] is absent because of illness.

The Benator from New York [Mr,
WacenNER] is necessarily absent.

Mr. WHERRY. I announce that the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr., Barp-
win] and the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. MarTIN] are absent by leave of the
Benate,

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
BmitH] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Aixen], the junior Senator from Ohio
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[Mr. Bricker], the senior Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripges], the Sen-
ator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART], the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. CorpoN], the
Senator from Iowa [Mr. HICKENLOOPER],
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Keml,
the Senator from California [Mr. Know-
LAND], the junior Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Lopcel, the senior Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL],
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. TaAFT],
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. THYE],
the junior Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. ToBeyl, and the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. Youncl] are detained
on official committee business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present.

ATTENDANCE OF SENATORS AT COM-
MITTEE MEETINGS

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma subse-
quently said: Mr. President, at the roll
call this morning certain Senators were
absent by reason of the fact that they
were in attendance on a joint session of
the House Committee on Agriculture and
the Senate Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry in the House Office Build-
ing. The Senators who are members of
the Senate Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry, and who attended the
Joint session, are the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Anperson], the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. Hoeyl, the
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. THYE],
the Senator from Florida [Mr. HoLLanp],
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Kem],
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. AIKEN],
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Younc], the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
HickenrLoorer], and mpyself, as chair-
man,

I ask unanimous consent that the offi-
cial reporters be permitted to insert my
statement immediately following the roll
call which was had this morning.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I desire to
ask the Senator from Oklahoma if the
request which he has made either ex-
pressly or by any implication includes
a request that the names of the Senators
mentioned by him shall be included as
being on the roll call this morning.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I tried
to makc it perfectly plain. T asked that,
immediately following the roll ecall, the
official reporters be authorized to insert
in the Recorp a statement showing the
reason why the Senators were absent
was that they were in attendance at a
Joint session of the Agriculture Commit-
tees of the two Houses. My statement
had no reference to the roll call itself.

Mr, DONNELL. Reserving the right
to object, am I correct, then, in under-
standing that the Senator is not ask-
ing that the names of those Senators be
included in the roll of those who were
present this morning

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The
Benator is entirely correct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
HoEey in the chair). Without objection,

e statement will be printed in the

ECORD a8 requested.

Mr. TYDINGS subsequently said: Mr.
President, I have two matters which will
take only half a minute. First, I should
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like the Recorp to show, immediately
following the quorum call this morning,
but not as a part of the quorum call,
that the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Typinesl, the Senator from Virginia
[Mr, Byrol, the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. CeAPMAN], the Senator from Texas
[Mr. Jounson], the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. Hunrtl, the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr, SavtonsTaLL]l, and the
Senator from California [Mr. Enow-
1anp] were in a meeting of the Armed
Services Committee of the Senate and
were there from 10 o'clock this morning
until 12:30 o’clock this afternoon, at
which meeting there appeared the Sec-
retary for Air, Mr, Symington, the three
Chiefs of Staffi—Denfeld, Bradley, and
Vandenberg—and General Gates, of the
Marine Corps.

The reason why we did not leave the
meeting was that we felt that these were
all busy men, and we did not want to take
the time to come over and answer to the
roll call and return, thus delaying them
and keeping them away from their
desks.

I should like to have this explanation
appear, not as a part of the quorum call,
but immediately following, so that our
absence from the roll call will be prop-
erly noted in the Journal and the REcorp.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I assume that
not only does the Senator mean that the
explanation is not to be included as a
part of the roll call, but that he is not
asking that the names of these Senators
be included in the roll of those who were
present in the Senate this morning?

Mr. TYDINGS. The names of the
Senators I have named will not be in-
cluded in the roll call, and obviously the
explanation could not be included in the
roll call, but the explanation is to come
immediately after it, so that when the
absentees are noted, those who read the
REecorp may know what detained them,
as they were on more important business
for the moment than if they had come
over to the Senate Chamber and an-
swered a mere roll call at the morning
session.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, in order that
the REcorp may be absolutely clear, even
to my mind, I ask the Senator if I am
correct in my understanding that he is
not, either expressly or impliedly, re-
questing that the names of these Sena-
tors be included in the roll of those who
were present this morning at the roll call.

Mr. TYDINGS. Without using the
exact words, the Senator from Maryland,
in answer to the interrogatory of the
Senator from Missouri, would say that
in no manner, shape, or form, directly
or indirectly, high or low, broad or nar-
row, large or small, is it conceived that
the request of the Senator from Mary-
land in any way includes the insertion
of the names of the eminent Senators
he has referred to in the gquorum call
held earlier on this floor in this Chamber
today.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, by the use
of the word “eminent” the Senator is
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including all the Senators on the list.
Is that correct?

Mr. TYDINGS. With the exception
of the chairman.

Mr. DONNELL, He is not asking that
he himself be included in the roll call?

Mr, TYDINGS. That is correct.

Mr, DONNELL. I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the statement will be printed
in the RECORD, as requested.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unani-
mous consent, the Chair will recognize
Senators for routine matters, without
debate, and without interfering with the
parliamentary situation.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

HERBERT L. HUNTER

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
for the relief of Herbert L. Hunter (with an
accompanying paper); to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

DONATIONS BY NAVY DEPARTMENT TO NON-
PROFIT INSTITUTIONS AND ORGANIZATIONS

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
reporting, pursuant to law, a list of institu-
tions and organizations, all nonprofit and
eligible, which have requested donations
from the Navy Department; to the Commit-
tee on Armed Services.

SUSBPENSION oOF DEPORTATION OF ALIENS

A letter from the Attorney General, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, coples of orders of
the Commissioner of the Immigration and
Naturalization Service, suspending deporta-
tion as well as a list of the persons involved,
together with a complete and detailed state-
ment of the facts and pertinent provisions
of law as to each alien and the reason for
ordering suspension of deportation (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

REPORT OF BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF FEDERAL
OLD-AGE AND SURVIVORS INSURANCE FUND
(8. Doc. No, 41)

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury,
the Secretary of Labor, and the Federal Se-
curity Administrator, members of the Board
of Trustees of the Federal Old-Age and Sur-
vivors Insurance Trust Fund, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the ninth annual report of
that Board, for the fiscal year ended June 30,
1948 (with an accompanying report): to the
Committee on Finance and ordered to be
printed with illustrations.

REPORT OoN TomRT CraiMs Paip BY UNITED
STATES AToMICc ENERGY COMMISSION

A letter from the Chairman of the United
States Atomic Energy Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of claims
paid by that Commission during the calen=
dar year 1948, under the Federal Tort Claims
Act (with an accompanying report); to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

ComMPACT BETWEEN STATES OF WYOMING
AND SoUTH DAKOTA

A letter from the representative of the
United States, Cheyenne River Compact
Commission, Department of the Interior,
transmitting a copy of a compact entered
into between the States of Wyoming and
South Dakota to provide for the most effi-
clent use of the waters of the Cheyenne
River Basin for multiple purposes, together
with a copy of his report and recommenda-
tion (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on Interlor and Insular Affairs.
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REPORT OF BOARD oF ACTUARIES OF CIVIL
SERVICE RETIREMENT AND DisaBiniry Funp
A letter from the President of the United

States Civil Service Commission, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the twenty-seventh
annual report of the Board of Actuaries of
the Civil Service Retirement and Disability
Fund, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1947
(with an accompanying report); to the Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service.

EFrFECTS OF TRADE AGREEMENTS PROGRAM ON

UNITED STATES TRADE

A letter from the Chairman of the United
States Tariff Commission, transmitting, pur-
suant to Executive Order 10004, a report en-
titled “Effects of the Trade Agreements Pro-
gram on United States Trade,” being part V
of the first annual report of the Tariff Com-
mission on the Operation of the Trade
Agreements Program, June 1934 to April
1948 (with an accompanying report); to the
Committee on Finance.

W. P. BARTEL

A letter from the Chairman of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, transmitting
a statement of facts covering an exception
taken by the Comptroller General of the
United States to the payment of a claim,
together with a draft of proposed legisla-
tion for the rellef of W, P. Bartel, certifying
officer (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments.

EDUCATION OF CERTAIN CHILDREN

A letter from the Acting Administrator of
the Federal Security Agency, transmitting a
draft of proposed legislation to provide for
the education of children residing on certain
nonsupporting federally owned property, and
children residing in localities overburdened
with increased school enrollments resulting
from Federal activities in the area, and for
other purposes (with an accompanying pa-
per); to the Committee on Labor and Public
Welfare.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc., were laid hefore the
Senate, and referred as indicated:

By the VICE PRESIDENT:
A concurrent resolution of the General
Assembly of the Commonwealth of Ken-
tucky; to the Committee on Agriculture and

Forestry:
“Senate Resolution 14

“Concurrent resolution protesting and re-
monstrating against certain provisions con-
tained in a bill introduced in the Senate of
the United States under date of February
25, 1949, by Senator THoMAs of Oklahoma,
entitled ‘A bill to foster the cooperative
agriculture education work of the exten-
sion services; to free the extension services
from the performance of nongovernmental
functions and political activity; and to
promote economy in the expenditure of
public funds for the conduct of cooperative
agricultural extension work; and for other
purposes’

“Whereas it 1s necessary and essential that
the Agricultural Extension Service be per-
mitted to work with and to assist organiza-
tions of farmers, cooperative corporations
and associations in order to accomplish the
object and purposes of the agricultural ex-
tension program; and

“Whereas in the carrying on of the agri-
cultural extension program in Eentucky no
funds or other assistance have been accepted
from farmers’ organizations or other private
interests in EKentucky with any conditions
attached which would in any way impair or
compromise extension agents in the conduct
of their work as public servants; and

“Whereas no relationships or activities not
proper to the performance of their dutles as
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public servants have been established or per-
formed by cooperative extension agents In
Kentucky; and

“Whereas the bill introduced by Senator
THOoMAS carries impleations of improper
activities which in fact have not occurred in
Eentucky; and

“Whereas certain of the provisions of the
bill introduced by Senator THoMAs would
curtall and hamper many of the legitimate
and proper functions of the Agricultural Ex-
tension Service as conducted in Eentucky;
and

“Whereas the effectiveness and usefulness
of the Agricultural Extension Service would
be seriously impaired and the agricultural
economy of EKentucky would be jeopardized
if the bill proposed by Senator THOMAS
should become law; Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate of the Common=
wealth of Kentucky (the House of Repre-
sentatives concurring therein):

“That the bill identified and described in
the title of this resolution be and it hereby
is condemned and denounced as an unwar-
ranted and unacceptable obstruction of and
interference with the proper and advan-
tageous operation of the agricultural exten=
sion program.

“That the Senators and Representatives
in Congress from Kentucky be and they
hereby are requested and urged to oppose by
all means at their command the passage of
sald bill.

“That the chief clerk of the Senate of the
Commonwealth of Kentucky be and he here-
by is directed to forward copies of this reso-
jution, forthwith, to the President of the
United States, the Vice-President of the
United States, the Secretary of Agriculture
of the United States, the United States Sena-
tors from Kentucky, and the Representatives
in Congress from EKentucky.

“LawreNCE W. WETHERBY,
“President of the Senate.
“T. HEmrBERT TINSLEY,
“Speaker, House of Representatives.
“EARLE C. CLEMENTS,
“Governor.”

A concurrent resolution of the General
Assembly of the Commonwealth of Een-
tucky; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions:

“Senate Resolution 20

“Concurrent resolution condemning the trial
end conviction of George R. Jones, of
Owensboro, Ky., and Clarence R. Hill, of
Jackson, Miss., and calling upon the Presi-
dent of the United States and the Secretary
of State of the United States of America
to use all of the means at their command,
including the full power and resources of
our National Government and economy, to
effect their immediate release

fWhereas shocking news has been received
that George R. Jones, of Owensboro, Ky., and
Clarence R. Hill, of Jackson, Miss,, recruits in
the United States Army, were tried in secrecy
by the Czechoslovak Government and, with-
out regard for the rights of the accused or
without the protection of the normal safe-
provided by free and independent gov-
ernments for the protection of those accused
of law violations, were sentenced to 10 and
12 years, respectively, In prison at hard labor;
and

“Whereas the youth of the Commonwealth
of Kentucky and from every other State of
the Union had given their lives and of their
pafety, security, and fortunes in order to
establish orderly procedure and due process
of law all over the world, and for which a
terribly horrible and shocking war had just
been fought; and

“Whereas the safety and welfare of our
form of government demands the full and
complete protection of the members of our
armed forces, wherever they may be or what-
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ever duty they may be given, so that we at
home and those other freedom-loving people
throughout the world may be able to enjoy
the blessings of life, liberty, and the pursuit
of happiness: Be it

“Resolved by the Senate of the General
Assembly of the Commonwealth of Ken-
tucky (the House of Representatives concur-
ring therein):

“1, That the Commonwealth of Kentucky,
as a free and sovereign State, but as a part
of the Union of States comprising the United
States of America, does hereby condemn as
vicious, cruel, inhuman, and unjust the
arrest, secret trial, conviction, and sentences
of Recruits George R. Jones, of Owensboro,
Ky., and Clarence R. Hill, of Jackson, Miss,,
by the Czechoslovak Government;

2. That it is necessary in order to insure
the welfare and security of our form of gov-
ernment and the maintenance of the armed
forces thereof that the security of our cit-
izens, and especlally those members of our
armed forces, who have been sent abroad be
protected and secured at all costs;

“3. That the President of the United States
and the Secretary of State of the United
States are hereby called upon to use all of
the means at their command and at the
command of the National Go ernment to
effect the immediate and unconditional re-
lease of these two members of our armed
forces, and to this end, and by this resolu-
tion, the Commonwealth of Eentucky pledges
its aid, assistance, power, and resources;
and

“4, That the clerk of the house of repre-
sentatives certify sufficient coples of this
resolution and that he forward same, via
United States registered mall, air-mail spe-
cial delivery, to the President of the United
States, the Secretary of State of the Uniited
Btates, to each Member representing Ken-
tucky In the Congress of the United States,
to the family of each of the men affected,
and that suitable copies be furnished the
press with the request that same be pub-
lished to the end that all free-thinking and
loving people may be informed hereof.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
Btate of Oregon; to the Committee on In-
terlor and Insular Affalrs:

“Senate Joint Memorial 3

“To the honorable Senate and the House of
Representatives of the United States of
America, in Congress assembled:

‘“We, your memorialists, the forty-fifth
leglslative assembly of the State of Oregon,
in regular session, respectfully represent, as
follows:

“Whereas since the founding of our Nation,
the States have exercised sovereignty over
the tidelands, the submerged lands, includ-
ing the soll under navigable inland waters,
and soils under all navigable waters within
their territorial jurisdiction, whether inland
or not; and

“Whereas under the common law and civil
law the BStates’ sovereignty and authority
over and title to said lands has been_long
acknowledged, affirmed and respected by the
Federal Government whose only powers were
expressly delegated fo it by the States at the
time of the formation of our Government;
and

“Whereas the States did not delegate unto
the Federal Government authority or power
over or title to said lands but retained same
to and for the States; and

“Whereas the recent decision of the United
Btates Supreme Court in the case of United
States against California, while not decid-
ing the on of ownership of the tide-
water lands of California, casts a cloud on
that State’s title to said lands and the min-
erals and other natural resources beneath;
and

‘“Whereas this decision of the Bupreme
Court rec-gnizes that the matter of owner-
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ship of sald tidewater lands is still a ques-
tion for the Congress to decide; and
“Whereas the title to the tidelands and
submerged lands of the States is clouded by
this decision and the language therein is so
broad as to be extendible to the soil under
navigable inland waters and soils under the
navigable waters within the territorial juris-
diction of the States, and even to the min-
erals and other natural resources or impor-
tant elements on or beneath the soil of the
States; and
“Whereas this cloud of uncertainty affects
minerals, fisheries, and all other natural re-
sources and should be removed by the Con-
gress, thereby acknowledging and reafirming
ownership to the States; and
“Whereas the House of Representatives of
the Eightieth Congress passed a bill, reaffirm-
ing and acknowledging ownership in the
submerged lands and resources of the re-
spective States and quitclaiming all right and
title thereto to the respective States reserving
only a paramount right to the Government
in case of national defense, by a vote of 108
for to 26 against, but the measure died in
the Senate by the adjournment of the
Eightieth Congress: Now, therefore, be it
“Resolved, by the Senate of the State of
Oregon (the House of Representatives jointly
concurring therein), That the Eighty-first
Congress of the United States be and the
same hereby is memorialized to further con-
sider and enact suitable legislation for the
purpose of acknowledging and afirming own-
ership of submerged lands and resources
thereof to the respective SBtates In accord-
ance with the heretofore long recognized
constitutional rights of the States; be it
further
“Resolved, That a copy of this memorial
be forwarded to each House of the Congress
and to each Member of the House of Repre-
sentatives from the State of Oregon and to
each of the United States Senators from this
State, and urge that they individually and
collectively give wholehearted support to
;ring about the enactment of such legisla=
on.
“Adopted by senate March 7, 1949.
“Wu. E. WaLsH,
“President of Senate,
“Concurred in by house March 28, 1949,
“FRANK J. VAN DYKE,
“Speaker of House.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
Btate of New York; to the Committee on the
Judiciary:

“Resolution 89

“Whereas there is now pending in the Con-
gress of the United States a joint resolution,
bearing number House Joint Resolution 29,
which contains the following title, recitals,
and resolve:

“‘Joint resolution designating the fourth
Sunday in September of each year as
“Interfaith Day"

" ‘Whereas the United States of America
was founded on the firm basis of freedom of
thought and conscience; and

“"Whereas the fomenting of antagonism
between Americans on a basis of sectarian
creed is contrary to American traditions and
to the spirit of the guaranties of freedom of
worship embodied in the Constitution of the
United States; and

“ “Whereas it ought to be, and is hereby de-
clared to be, the policy of Congress to encour=
age the mutual understanding of all people
of good will; and

“ "Whereas the program of the interfaith
movement offers a practicable means for en-
couraging such mutual understanding:
Therefore be it

“‘Resolved by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of Amer-
{ca in Congress assembled, That the fourth
Bunday in September of each year is hereby
designated as "Interfaith Day,” and the Pres-
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ident of the United States Is authorized and
requested to issue annually a proclamation
calling on the people of the United States to
observe such day, and urging the participa-
tion of all Americans and all religlous groups
in the United States, regardless of sect or
creed, to participate in the observance of
such day by such means as they may deem
appropriate’; and

“Whereas the great State of New York, as
well as the entire Nation, draws its strength
and inspiration from all races and creeds and
should by its example set a standard for the
entire world: Now, therefore, be-it

“Resolved (if the senate concur), That the
Congress of the United States be and it is
hareby respectfully memorialized to enact
with all convenient speed House Joint Reso-
lution 29; and it is further

“Resolved (if the senate concur), That His
Excellency, the Governor of the State of New
York, shall issue, publish, and declare an
appropriate proclamation to the people of the
State of New York designating and setting
aside annually the fourth Sunday of Septem-
ber to be known as ‘Interfaith Day’ and in-
viting the people of the State of New York
to observe this day in churches and other
suitable places with appropriate ceremonies
designed to remind all people that the
Fatherhood of God is best exemplified by liv-
ing in brotherhood with all mankind; and it
is further

“Resolved (if the senate concur), That
coples of this resolution be transmitted to
the Secretary of the Senate of the United
States, the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives of the United States, and to each Mem-
ber of Congress duly elected from the State
of New York.

“By order of the assembly.

“ANSLEY B. BORKOWSKI,
“Clerk.

“In senate, March 30, 1949, concurred in
without amendment.

“By order of the senate.

“Wirriam 8. King,
“Clerk.”

A resolution of the Senate of the State
of Washington; to the Committee on Fi-
nance:

“Whereas certain real property in the heart
of the business district in Seattle, familiarly
known as the Metropolitan Tract, has for
many years been owned by the University
of Washington; and ;

“Whereas sald tract has long been held
under lease by the Metropolitan Bullding
Company, a private corporation, and occu-
pied by several large office and other build-
ings; and

“Whereas, sald Metropolitan Building
Company has paid tremendous amounts to
the Federal Government by way of income
taxes; and

“Whereas the aforesald lease will expire
by its terms on November 1, 1954; and

“Whereas public controversy has arisen on
the question whether such lease should be
renewed by the University or not, such con-
troversy stemming from the fact that the
operation of the bulldings aforesald by the
University, rather than by a private corpora-
tion, would obviate the payment of Federal
income taxes, and to such extent would re-
sult in greater income to the University; and

“Whereas the welfare of the State of Wash-
ington in this critical period would be ma-
terially advanced by a Federal grant to sald
University In the amount of the Iincome
taxes above mentioned; and

“Whereas such a grant, while tending to
abate the public controversy within the
State of Washington, would unquestionably
conduce to a promotion of the Federal weal
by providing additional revenue for higher
education: now, therefore, be it

“Resolved, by the Senate of the State of
Washington in the thirty-jirst regular legis=-
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lative session assembled, That the Congress
of the United States be requested by appro-
priate legislation to provide for a grant to
the University of Washington for university
purposes in the amount of the Federal income
taxes heretofore paid to the National Gov-
ernment by the Metropolitan Building Com-
pany, aforesaid, and for the payment to sald
University for the same purposes of such
amounts as may in future be received by the
National Government by way of income taxes
from said Metropolitan Bullding Company;
and be it further

“Resolved, That coples of this Resolution
be immedlately transmitted to the Honor-
able, the President of the United States, the
Secretary of the United States Senate, the
Clerk of the United States House of Repre-
sentatives and to each Member of the Wash-
ington Congressional delegation.”

A resolution of the Senate of the State of
Washington; to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs:

“Whereas there is deep concern about the
intention of the Atomic Energy Commission
of the United States to condemn the Wah-
luke slope, which is situated in Grant and
Franklin Counties, in the State of Washing-
ton, and constitutes some of the best farm
land in the entire Columbia River Basin; and

“Whereas the land sought to be con-
demned represents about 20 percent of the
potential productivity of the entire Columbia
River project and has the longest-growing
season of any land in the Btate of Washing-
ton; and

“Whereas if this land is taken the Btate
will lose about $30,000,000 annually in new
wealth, which will entall a loss of many
millions of dollars in taxes badly needed by
the State; and

“Whereas the reason glven for condemna-
tion of this property is to protect the health
of the farmers residing and to reside on this
property; and

“Whereas this does not make sense for the
reason that under the law and regulations of
the Columbia Basin project, there will be
only about 2,000 farms on the Wahluke slope
to be occupied and used by about 2,000 fami-
lies, or about 10,000 people, whose health
would be involved; and

“Whereas the cities of Pasco and Richland,

Wash., and the 20,000 people now employedg

at the atomic-energy plant near Richland, or
an approximate total of 100,000 people, will be
as close or closer to the plant than will the
residents of the land in question; and

“Whereas the Atomic Energy Commission,
upon hiring people to work in the plant,
assures them that working in or near the
plant will not be injurious to their health;
and

“Whereas the taking of this land will also
deprive approximately 2,000 war veterans of
an opportunity for a farm and being able to
make a good living on some of the richest
farm land in the United States: Now, there-
fore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate of the State of
Washington in thirty-first legislative session
assembled, That this highly important mat-
ter to the people of the State of Washington
and the Wahluke Slope Landowners’ Associa-
tion recelve immediate attention and that
the effort to condemn this property be
stopped in order that the Bureau of Recla-
mation may proceed with canals and.ditches
now in process of construction to bring this
property in a proper state of productivity as
soon as possible as heretofore planned; and
be it further

“Resolved, That coples of this resolution
be immediately transmitted to the honor-
able, the President of the United States, the
Secretary of the United States Senate, the
Clerk of the United States House of Repre-
sentatives, and to each member of the Wash-
ington congressional delegation.”
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A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the Territory of Hawail; to the Committee
on Appropriations:

“Senate Concurrent Resolution 28
“Concurrent resolution endorsing the project
for a harbor at KEawaihae, Island of Hawall,
and requesting the Congress of the United

States of America to appropriate Federal

funds for sald project

“Whereas the port of Hilo iz the only port
of the island of Hawali, Territory of Hawali,
where deep sea vessels can dock; and

“Whereas because of the possibility of tidal
waves and other circumstances there 1s need
of another such port on the said island; and

“Whereas the Corps of Engineers, United
States Army, pursuant to Public Law 525,
Beventy-ninth Congress, has reported favora-
bly upon and recommended such a port and
harbor at Kawalhae, island of Hawalil, at an
Initial cost to the United States Government
of £5,625,600 and to the Territory of Hawaii,
for local cooperation, of $1,478,000; and

“Whereas by Act 95 of the Session Laws of
Hawall 1947, the board of harbor commis-
sloners of sald Territory was authorized to
issue revenue bonds and the sum of $1,000,000
was appropriated out of proceeds from the
issuance of said bonds ‘for overseas terminal,
EKawaihae Harbor, Hawail, including plans,
land acquisition, improvements to land and
other necessary expenses,’ subject to the pro-
viso that no expenditures, except for surveys
and design work, should be made for such
project until the United States engineer de-
partment approved the project and agreed to
cooperate through the development of sald
Kawaihae Harbor: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate of ithe Twenly-
fifth Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii
(the House of Representatives concurring),
That the project for a harbor at Kawaihae,
island of Hawaii, as planned and recom-
mended by the Corps of Engineers, United
States Army, be, and it 1s hereby endorsed;
and be it further

“Resolved, That the Congress of the United
States of America be, and it is hereby re-
quested to appropriate the aforesald Federal
funds for the sald project; and be it further

“Resolved, That certified copies of this
concurrent resolution be transmitted to the
President of the Senate and the Speaker of
the House of Representatives of tha Congress
of the United States of America, to the Secre=
tary of the Interior, to the Delegate to Con-
gress from Hawail, and to the Board of Engi-
neers for Rivers and Harbors.”

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the State of Oklahoma, expressing ap-
preciation to the people of France for send-
ing to the people of Oklahoma the Merei Car;
to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

(See context of concurrent resolution
printed in full when presented by Mr,
TaoMas of Oklahoma on April 4, 1949, p.
3852, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

A resolution adopted by the Long Beach
(Calif.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring the
enactment of legislation to curtail Federal
expenditures; to the Committee on Appro-
priations,

A letter In the nature of a petition, signed
by A. Santacaterina, president, Italian
Women's Community Hour Club, of Chicago,
Ill., relating to the return of former colonies
of Italy (with an accompanying paper); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

A resolution adopted by the James Wallace
Costigan Post No. 11, the American Legion,
Department of Eentucky, of New Port, Ky.,
favoring the enactment of legislation to pro-
hibit communism in America; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

A telegram in the nature of a petition,
slgned by W. E. Pelk, president, American
Assoclation of Colleges for Teacher Educa-
tion, and dean of the College of Education,
University of Minnesota, of Minneapolis,
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Minn., and sundry other officlals of colleges
of the United States, relating to Federal aid
to public elementary and secondary schools;
to the Committee on Labor and Public Wel-
fare,

Resolutions adopted by the Weiser (Idaho)
Chamber of Commerce; the Medical Society
of the County of Albany, N. Y.; the Eighth
District Dental Society, of New York, and the
Fort Worth District Dental Soclety, of Fort
Worth, Tex., protesting against the enact-
ment of legislation providing compulsory
health insurance; to the Committee on Labor
and Public Welfare.

A letter in the nature of a petition, signed
by Mrs. Walter Carroll Anderson, State presi-
dent, and Mrs, Claude Palmer Stephens, State
recording secretary, Eentucky Soclety, United
States Daughters of 1812, of Lexington, Ky.,
together with a resolution adopted by that
society, relating to the Freedom Traln; to the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv-
ice.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitied:

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committes
on the Judiclary:

8.42, A bill for the relief of Ellen Hudson,
as administratrix of the estate of Walter
R. Hudson; with amendments (Rept. No.
229);

$.408. A bill for the relief of Barbara
O'Brien Farquer; with amendments (Rept.
No. 230);

H. R.594. A bill for the relief of Mamie L,
Hurley; with an amendment (Rept. No. 227);

H. R.585. A bill to confer jurisdiction upon
the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon a certain claim of
Harry W, Sharpley, his heirs, administrators,
or assigns, against the United States; with
an amendment (Rept. No. 234);

H.R.1094. A bill for the rellef of Nellls
M., Clark; without amendment (Rept. No.
222);

H.R.1164. A bill for the relief of the estate
of HA M, McCorvey; without amendment
{Rept. No. 223);

H.R.1169. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Mearion T. Schwartz; with an amendment
(Rept. No. 228);

H.R.1176. A bill for the relief of Mr. and

Mrs. Leroy Ha.n; without amendment
(Rept. No. 224):
H.R.1271, A bill for the relief of Carl E.

Lawson and Fireman’s Furd Indemnity Co.;
with amendments (Rept. No. 235);

H.R.1280. A bill for tie relief of Mrs,
Judge E. Estes; without amendment (Rept.
No. 225);

H. R.1286. A bill for the relief of Elizabeth
Rowland; without amendment (Rept. No.
226); and

8.J.Res. 18, Joint resolution for the re-
lief of the Pirst Citizens Bank & Trust Co,,
administrator of the estate of C. A. Rag-
land, Sr.; with amendments (Rept. No. 231),

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on
Finance:

H. J.Res. 212. Joint resolution authorizing
appropriations to the Federal Security Ad-
ministrator in addition to those authorized
under title V, part 2, of the Soclal Security
Act, as amended, to provide for meeting emer-
gency needs of crippled children during the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1949; without
amendment (Rept. No. 233).

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee
on Expenditures in the Executive Depart-
ments:

8. 526. A bill to provide for the reorganiza-
tion of Government agencies, and for other
purposes; with amendments (Rept. No. 232),

By Mr. O'MAHONEY, from the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs:

B.576. A bill to authorize the sale of cer-
tain Indian lands situated In Duchesne and
Randlett, Utah, and in and adjacent to
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Myton, Utah; with amedments (Rept. No.
238);

H.R.220. A bill to amend section 3 of the
act entitled “An act to revise the Alaska
game law,” approved July 1, 1943, as amended
(57 Stat. 301); without amendment (Rept.
No. 236); and

H.R.1998. A Dbill to amend the act en-
titled “An act to provide for the conveyance
to Pinellas County, State of Florida, of cer-
tain public lands herein described,” approved
June 17, 1948 (Public Law 666, 80th Cong.),
for the purpose of correcting a land descrip-
tion therein; without amendment (Rept. No,
287).

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF CER-
TAIN ALIENS—REPORT OF A COM-
MITTEE

Mr, McCARRAN. Mr. President, from
the Committee on the Judiciary, I re-
port an original concurrent resolution,
and I submit a report (No. 221) thereon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report
will be received, and the concurrent reso-
lution will be placed on the calendar.

The concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 28) was placed on the calendar, as
follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Congress
favors the suspension of deportation in the
case of each alien hereinafter named, in
which case the Attorney General has sus-
pended deportation for more than 6 months.

A-T793367, Acevedo, Ramona nee Diaz
Galetty.

A-6683184, Adam, Emmanuel KEonstantinos
or Emanuel Constantinos Adam.

A-5880692, Altmann, Anton Frederick
(Friedrich).

A-6758166, Alves, Domingos Esteves.

A-6115712, Angulano-Alcazar, Felix alias
Agustin Valencia allas Agustin Valencia An-
guiano alias Felix Anguiano allas Fellx An-
guaino.

A-3224363, Andersen, Enud EKaspar.

A-2040833, Anderson, Axel Hjalmar alias
Axel Hjalmar Carlsson.

A-9577267, Apessos, Ioannis Pndelis alias
"luhn P. Apessos.

A-6679669, Appelthaler, Katerina,

A-6679668, Appelthaler, Kurt Robert.

A-2211955, Arellano, Domingos Ramos.

A-1303347, Arellano, Soledad Valadez or
Soledad Maria Valadez.

A-6071241, Arellano, Innocenclo.

A-6071239, Arellano, Domingo, Jr., or Dom=
inic Arellano.

A-B80T1240, Arellano, Juan or John Arel
lano.

A-3779214, Arlt, Hans Erich Lothar.

A-1153452, Arrighl, Alessandro or Alexander
or Alessandro Arrigo.

A-8301280, Bagniewski, Wanda Stanislawa
or Wanda Stanislawa Kiernik.

A—§821666, Bastide, Genevive Marcelle.

A-2118744, Bau, Siu-Tsung or Marguerite
Janet Bau Chang.

A-3419857, Baum, Betty.

A-3151534, Baumann, Henrik Chaskiel or
Henry Baumann.

A-6028888, Beitelstein, Anton, Anton Stein,
Tony Stein or Anton Beldelstein, Anton
Beltelsten,

A-7765476, Berard, Jorge Vandesmet,

A-5920168, Berkle, Ivera Romalia.

A-6434078, Bernheimer, Ludwig.

A-5158633, Bianchi, Luigl.

A-5832160, Blake, Eulalie Constancla or
Eulalie Constancia Turnbull.

A-6760216, Blake, Helena Ketruda or Helena
Eetruda Powell.

A-3113337, Bober, Maria Theresla Gerber,

A-6466991, Borraccla, Lorenzo.

A-6288235, Bronner, Eugenia Michael form-
erly Eugenia Gavrlloﬂ nee Lossefl.

APRIL 7

A-6288068, Bronner, Helen Tamara Marian-
na formerly Helen Tamara Marianna Gave
riloff.

A-6316110,
Borgman.

A-6625552, Brown, Doris nee Singh,

A-2673048, Brown, Morris Slmon alias
Movsa Braunreit.

A-6T701608, Burgers, Willem Adolph Johan.

A-6645933, Butterick, Janet Barry or Janet
Barry Mack.

A-T7651629, Candia, Jose alias Jose Candla
Urguidi or Jose Urguidl or Joe.

A-D769688," Carro, Alfredo or Alfred Carro.

A-3290176, Castillo, Geronlmo or Giro
Castillo.

A-6336618, Chalmers, Bromley Russell Scott.

A-6336617, Chalmers, Jill.

A-T041842, Chin, Yuen Chew or Chin Yuen
Chew or Chew Yuen Chinn.

A-5138325, Chul, Wan; Chui Wan; Hang
Ein Chui; Hankin Hunt.

A-1581731, Clesla, Ludwik,

A-5179937, Valdes, Maria Hortensia Cle-
mente y Sanchez McDonald; or Hortensia
Clemente Y Sanchez McDonald Valdes nee
Hortensia Clemente Y Sanchez; Maria Hor-
tensia Clemente Banchez or Maria Hortensia
Clementa McDonald.

A-5611302, Cohen, Joseph.

A-4860086, Cohen, Gertie Gertrude.

A-2554813, Conradt, Ernst Heinrich Wil-
helm or Ernst Henry Conradt.

A-6262074, Cucullu, Francesca R.

A-2113086, DaGoutis, Louise Emille nee
Masse.

A-6404432, Davis, Diane May.

A-6404433, Davis, Eileen Marle.

A-£404431, Davis, Philip Bennet,

A-2945357, Dawson, Harriet Mae or Hattle
Mae Lloyd or Harriet Mae Gibson.

A-4746308, De Escalante, Alicia Adriana
Vara or Alicia Adriana Vara-Solis DeCordero.

A-3197506, De Gomez, Rita Avena alins Rita
Avena,

A-8079055, Dimakos, Christos alias Christos
Demakos.

A-46654656, DiPletro, Sebastiano or Pietro
Petrillo or Grido Cardella.

A-0836789, Drioli, Balvatore.

A-9671716, Elvir, Cesar Augusto.

A-4785369, Engles, Elsle Violet nee Elsle
Violet Huffman.

A-5906567, Fahie, Adeline nee Nibbs.

A-3481412, Fahie, Joseph Alfred.

A-5832029, Fahie, Rebecca.

A-3193626, Fekete, Agnes Elizabeth nee
Pauza now Eourcosk or Eorscak.

A-6T774677, Prank, Annie or Ann Frs.nk or
Ann Burtnik Frank or Annle Burtnik Frank.

A-6716135, Frazer, Joseph Wellington.

A-6464484, Frenkel, Mayer.

A-6020425, Gabriel, Manuel Gimenez.

A-6405609, Gallegos, Manuel or Manuel
Medina.

A-37560703, Garcia, Juan or John Garcia.

A-B063595, Garcia, Willlam Joseph.

A-5140522, Garlipp, Franz Hermann or
Frank Herman Garlipp.

A-5048436, Ghinelli, Germano or Jerry
Ghinelli.

A-60561631,
Aaron
Aaron.

A-6500830, Gomez, Maria Pilar alias Olivia
Gomez alias Maria Olivia Gomez Pedroza or
Maria Pilas Gomez Quesada.

A-6288439, Greaves, Anne Marie nee Anne
Marie Erneste Pierre Monlouis-Eugene.

A-6630058, Gson-Niebling, Goesta Bertil.

A-3053878, Hanko, Joseph Ewald or Joseph
or Jozef Hanko.

A-6413603, Harvie, Meryl Lorraine or Meryl
Lorraine Grayson.

A-6369265, Hernandez-Gutierrez,
Maria.

A-4463931, Haimburger, Rudolf Gustave or
Rudolf Haimburger.

A-6590097, Huggins, William Archibald.

A-6425288, Jacobs, Olive Jane.

Brouwer, Frans Hieronimus

Gobb, Marguerite Elinor nee
also known as Marguerite Elinor

Jose



-

1949

A-8446194, Joanta, Florence nee Florence
Antonescu.

A-9505156, Johansen, Kristian Rudolf,

A-4624493, Kimbell, Ofella Aycardi nee
Ayeardi.

A-9706894, Kokolis, Jonnes Peter; or
Kolkolls, John Peter alias John Nicholas
Kokolis or Ioannis Eokolis or Ioanis Glan-
narls or Ioannis Panagiotis Kokolis or Ioanis
Eoukalis.

A-8480767, Kostrzak, Lita Foerster, nee Lita
Foerster.

A-6440727, Kovar, Anton or Anton Joseph
Kovar.

A-6208118, Kromhout, Arle Jan,

A-4549342, Laeske, Hedwig Anna, formerly
Browne nee Bardeleben.

A-6484122, Lansford, Ethel Matllda, for-
merly Ethel Matilda Molohon, nee MacDon-
all

d.

A-2773539, Lee, Ruth Mo or Ruth Lo-Tak
Mo.

66122 /739, Lencovich, Joseph Peter.

A-1304739, Lepore, Salvatore, alias Samuel
or Sam Lepore alias Samuel Le Poce.

A-4769421, Lettsome, Edward, or Edward
Letsome.

A-1424552, Levitsky, Thomas,

A-6261589, Longos, Katina.

A-1322447, Lopez-Martinez, Juan.

A-2365797, de Lopez, Maria Valadez-Ro-
mero.

A-4388670, Lo Surdo, Sebastiano.

A-2145986, Lucas, Lieselotte, or Lieselotte
Muenzer or Lotte. Muenze: or Munzer.

A-6706960, Luschnig, EKlaus Oswald or
Klaus Carnival,

A-4584463, Mac Clymont, David, or Thomas
Wood.

A-bB7777656, Mahlman, Bruno William, or
Bruno William Dietrich Mahlman,

A-4052648, Malerba, Domenico, or Dome=-
nick Malerba,

A-6095324, Mantzuranis, Evagelia, or Eva=
gelia Mantzuranl or Evagella Stratigakis.

A-6645782, Mar, Judy, allas Judy Muck.

A-6645783, Mar, James, alias James Muck,

A-6566614, Mariades, Helene Agouras, for-
merly Helene Andrea Agouras.

A-6612108, Marquez, Arturo.

A-6612107, Marqueg, Maria Del Carmen.

A-66804634, Martineg, Crusz.

A-8689502, McDougall, Joseph Ignatius.

A-3024022, McGill, John Joseph.

A-6603045, Mendoza, Julio.

A-6608918, Mendoza, Jose Salome,

A-9578104, Montgomery, Clem.

A-5604677, Muller, Mathias,
Muller.

A-5694675, Muller, Barbara, nee Messner,

A-3869778, Munoz, Maria Amparo Gegunde
Gomez, nee Maria Gegunde.

A-2481845, Munroe, Harold Bruce,

A-9801088, Newton, Arthur,

A-4026037, Nimeneh, Thomas Eun, or
Thomas Nimeneh or Thomas Nimeneh-Bey
or Thomas Kun Nemerea or Keen Nimeneh
or Sam Nimeneh or Eeen Nimeh.

A-4651936, O'Dwyer, Elizabeth nee Ahern
alias Elizabeth Organ.

A-6611843, Ottley, Robyn Josephine.

A-9836874, Palceira, Vicente or Vicente
Paiceira Perez.

A-2201575, Palermo, Rosario or Richard
Ross Palermo or Ross Palermo.

A-3140422, Palermo, Salvatore or Samuel
Palermo.

A-3236433, Palermo, Vincenzo or James
P :lermo.

A-3140520, Palermo, Anna.

A-9769360, Pane, Antonino or Anthony
Pane or Antonio Pane.

A-6256122, Papadakis, Georgia N.

A-4642742, Parasiliti, Nicola Sebastiano
Collazzo or Nicola Sebastiano Parasilitli Co-
lazzo or Nicholas Parasl or Benny Pernite or
Nicholas Benny Pernite.

A-6374752, Paul, Alvin Colton Thomas
Theophilus.

A-6321342, Piekarz, Hersz.

A-6633957, Pilostomos, Christos Antonlos.

or Mathew
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A-7598205, Questel, Francols Marle Ed-
ourd, or Edouard Questel.

A-53691560, Ramos, Anastacio,

A-3586557, Ramos, Anacleta,

A-5711339, Rando, Bartolo.

A-4798904, de Rangel, Rita Morales or
Rita Arroyo.

A-T703612, Rehen, Estrid Viola Margareta
or BEstrid Viola Margareta Tengwall née
Sundberg.

A-0582529, Reinsma, Otte or Otto Reinsma.

A-6290531, Relter, Fanny nee Diamond or
Fany Relter.

A-4030409, Resch, Frank or Frank Reck or
Franz Resch.

A-6608814, Reynolds, Bernard Douglas.

A-5917858, Robles, Isidro,

A-6001963, Roberts, Norma Elizabeth or
Norma E. Roberts or Norma Roberts.

A-T7575624, Roders, Naoml Elizabeth.

A-6113669, Roman-Rodriguez, Antonio.

A-3680851, Rostar, Victor,

A-6373974, Rothstein, Izydor.

A-63T73973, Rothstein, Helena.

A-6611826, Rudd, James Sidney.

A-3667351, Ruiz-Carillo De Quintero, Maria
or Dolores Cardenas-Soto.

A-2548950, Rullo, Hazel Ann nee DeLlsie,

A-9776541, Russo, Salvatore.

A-5156756, Sagert, Clarence James.

A-5573562, Schenk, Otto alias Otto Leh-
man,

A-5151143, Schnelder, Richard Georg.

A-4728863, Schoenberg, Wilhelm Heinrich
August or Willlam Schoenberg.

A-6376906, Semega, Maria nee Maria Palo-
velk.

A-5314309, Shee, Ong Ewok or Ong Kwock
Shee or Roy Ong.

A-6378078, Shumis, Artemis Troyannou
or Artenoula Troglannou or Artemis Trolan-
nou or Artemis Troyannou.

A-1963646, Sirianocs, George or Georglos
Theodore Sirianos.

A-6446698, Smedley, Shane Karen Douglas,

A-4699538, Sommer, Oscar Felix or Oskar
Felix Sommer or Felix Sommer,

A-5465763, Stevens, Annie Isdbella.

A-6772017, Sturmer, Gerlinde Maria,

A-4433087, Tackolander, Leonard Helge,
allas Leonard Quire,

A-5880875, Tatem, Edmund Adolphus.

A-T7539649, Tomas-Morelly, Jose or Jose
Tomas, Jr.

A-5357499, Tornow, Marie nee Welnis or
Marie Fischer.

A-6345256, Trapatsa, Chryssoula.

A-D836782, Ullah, Anfar,

A-6348062, Vafides, Olga nee Rafaeledes.

A-9727432, Valjas, Arteml.

A-6450280, Vasquez, Jorge Carrlon allas
Robert Franco.

A-1114647, Vestes, Stratos or Ernest Vestes
alias Efstlatios Vestis.

A-6600309, Villegas, Ramon, alias Ramon
Villegas-Ortiz.,

A-6T785838, Wallace, Ezra.

A-1052865, Wasserman, Benjamin or Ber-
nard Wasserman or Benjamin Waserman,

A-5750607, Wayditch, Julia allas- Julia
Bornyaszl Oroszy.

A-4392874, Whearty,
James Wheatley,

‘ A-6431871, Willman, Philip John Archi-
ald.

A-4777885, Wilson, Arthur Rutherford,

A-T799625, Wilson, Walter Allen.

A-6078139, Wright, Lourdes Dizon.

A-6757818, Yang, Chao-Chen,

A-6739338, Yang, Dzing-Tsch Shun.

A-2063680, Yuelling, Joseph or Yoesef.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, April 7, 1949, he presented
to the President of the United States thé
following enrolled bills:

S.26. An act for the rellef of Jose Babace;

8.27. An act for the rellef of certain
Basque aliens;

James Patrick or

5.208. An act for the relief of Ella L.
Browning;
8.278. An act to prevent retroactive

checkage of payments erroneously made to
certain retired officers of the Naval Reserve,
and for other purposes;

8.620. An act to authorize the disposition
of certain lost, abandoned, or unclaimed per-
sonal property coming into possession of the
Treasury Department, the Department of the
Army, the Department of the Navy, or the
Department of the Air Force, and for other
purposes; and

8.748. An act for the relief of Charles L.
Blshop.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred, as follows:

By Mr. MYERS:

5. 1524, A bill for the relief of Edith Schel-
ber; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MCGRATH (by request) :

S.1525. A bill to provide for the appoint-
ment of a deputy disbursing officer and as-
sistant disbursing officers for the District of
Columbia, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr, IVES:

5. 1526. A bill for the relief of Helena Vie-
ira de Sa; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary,

By Mr. KEFAUVER (for himself, Mr,
HENDRICKSON, Mr. HUNT, Mr. Mc-
CARTHY, Mr. MCGRATH, Mr. MILLER,
Mr. NEeLY, Mr. SCHOEFPEL, and Mrs,
SMITH of Maine) :

5.1527. A bill to provide for home rule
and reorganization in the District of Co-
lumbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr. HENDRICKSON (for Mr. SMITH
of New Jersey) :

S.1528. A bill for the relief of Elmer Bel-
ler; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAGNUSON:

8.1529. A bill for the relief of Amy L,
Hefington; and

S.1530. A bill for the relief of public util-
ity district No. 1, of Cowlitz County, Wash.;
to the Committee on the Judiclary,

By Mr, MCCARRAN:

5.1531. A bill for the rellef of Mayer
Minikes; and

8.1532. A bill for the rellef of Alfred F.
Bosche; to the Committee on the Judiclary,

JOHN D. MAGRATH MEMORIAL VETER-
ANS' HOSPITAL, WEST HAVEN, CONN.

Mr. McMAHON. Mr, President, on
March 24, 1949, I had the pleasure of in-
troducing a bill, S. 1387, which provides
that the proposed Veterans' Administra-
tion hospital in West Haven, Conn., be
officially designated on the public records
as the John D. Magrath Memorial Vet-
erans Hospital, a fitting tribute to Con-
necticut’s great American, who was killed
in action just 4 years ago today. I have
a statement in connection with that bill
which I would like to have printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REcoRD, as follows:

On the fleld of battle in Italy on April 14,
1945, John D. Magrath, then in his twentieth
year of age, gave his life for his country in
an action that has since been designated to
be “gallantry and intrepidity above and
beyond the call of duty.”

John D. Magrath was one of Connecticut’s
many great and illustrious sons who went
forth to do battle for those ideals which all
of us who are true Americans belleve in.

This young Connecticut youth, in the
actlon which resulted in his death, captured
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an enemy machine gun, killed elght enemies
and wounded six others before making the
supreme sacrifice, His individual action and
bravery resulted in his being awarded post-
humously the Medal of Honor.

The citation, as signed by President Harry
8. Truman, and which now reposes on the
mantel of the Magrath home in East Nor-
walk, Conn., overlooking the beautiful blue
waters of Long Island Sound, where John
Magrath went swimming and played as a
boy, reads as follows:

“Magrath, John D.: Rank and organiza-
tion: Private, first class, Company G, Eighty-
fifth Infantry, Tenth Mountain Division.
Place and. date: Near Castel d'Aiano, Italy,
April 14, 1945. Entered service at East Nor-
walk, Conn., G, O. No. 71, July 17, 1946. Cita-
tion: He displayed conspicuous gallantry
and intrepidity above and beyond the call
of duty when his company was pinned down
by heavy artillery, mortar, and small-arms
fire near Castel d’Alano, Italy. Volunteering
to act as a scout, armed only with a rifle, he
charged headlong into withering fire, killing
two Germans and wounding three in order
to capture a machine gun. Carrying this
enemy weapon across an open fleld through
heavy fire, he neutralized two more machine-
gun nests; he then circled behind four other
Germans, killing them with a burst as they
were firing on his company. Spotting an-
other dangerous enemy position to his right,
he kneeled with the machine gun in his arms
and exchanged fire with the Germans until
he had killed two and wounded three. The
enemy now poured increased mortar and
artillery fire on the company's newly won po-
sition. Private Magrath fearlessly volun-
teered again to brave the shelling in order
to collect a report of casualties. Heroleally
carrying out this task, he made the supreme
sacrifice—a climax to the valor and courage
that are in keeping with the highest tradition
of the military service.”

FEDERAL AID TO CERTAIN SCHOOL
DISTRICTS—AMENDMENT

Mr. .MAGNUSON (for himself, Mr.
EKErr, Mr. DowNEY, Mr. HiLL, Mr, CHAVEZ,
Mr. McFARLAND, Mr, TAYLOR, Mr. MORSE,
and Mr. McCrLELrAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
them, jointly, to the bill (8. 834) to au-
thorize Federal aid to school districts
overburdened with war-incurred or de-
fense-incurred school enrollments for the
construction of additional school facili~
ties, which was referred to the Committee
on Public Works, ordered to be printed,
and printed in the REcorb, as follows:

On page 2, line 8, after the word “Admin-
Istrator,” insert the following sentence: “No
loan or grant shall be made hereunder un-
less the school facilities proposed to be pro-
vided therewith shall have been approved by
such State educational authority as may have
jurisdiction or control of such school facili-
ties.”

EXTENSION OF RECIPROCAL TRADE

AGREEMENTS ACT—AMENDMENTS

Mr. ENOWLAND submitted amend-
ments intended to be proposed by him
to the bill (H. R. 1211) to extend the
authority of the President under section
350 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended,
and for other purposes, which was
ordered to lie on the table, to be printed,
and to be printed in the REcorp, as
follows:

On page 2, between lines 6 and 7, insert
& new section, as follows:

“Sec. b. Section 850 (a) (2) of the Tariff

Act of 1930, as amended, is amended (1) by
striking out so much of the proviso as pre=-
cedes the semicolon and Inserting in leu
thereof the following:
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‘Provided, That—

“‘(A) the President shall suspend the ap-
plication to articles the growth, produce, or
manufacture of any country which, through
restrictive quotas, discriminatory taxation, or
other restrictive trade practices, discrimi-
nates against articles the growth, produce, or
manufacture of the United States, its Terrl-
tories.or possessions; and

“*(B) the President may suspend the ap-
plication to articles the growth, produce, or
manufacture of any country because of any
other discriminatory treatment by it of
American commerce or because of other acts
(including the operation of international
cartels) or policies which in his opinion tend
to defeat the purposes set forth in this
section.’

“(2) By adding at the end thereof the
following:

“‘Any on pursuant to subpara-
graph (A) of the preceding paragraph shall
continue in effect so long as the country to
which it applies continues such diserimina-
tory practices. During such period no agree-
ment pursuant to this section shall be en-
tered into or renewed with the government
of such country or any Instrumentality
thereof, and any such agreement then out-
standing with such government or instru-
mentality shall be terminated as soon as may
be possible under its terms.’

“On page 2, lines 7 and 18, redesignate
sections 5 and 6 as sectlons 6 and 7, respec-
tively.”

MISSOURI RIVER BASIN

Mr. REED. Mr. President, on behalf
of the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr.
Kem] and myself I submit a resolution
dealing with the Missouri River Basin,
which I ask to have appropriately re-
ferred and printed in the Recorp to-
gether with a statement which I had ex-
pected to deliver on the floor of the Sen-
ate; but in order to save the time of the
Senate, I am willing to have the state-
ment printed in the RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be received and appropriately
referred, and, without objection, the res-
olution and statement by the Senator
from Kansas will be printed in the Rec-
ORD.

The resolution (S. Res. 104) was re-
ferred to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs, as follows:

Whereas there 1s now before Congress large
requests for appropriations for projects in
the Missourl River Basin for flood control,
irrigation, navigation, domestic and indus-
trial water supply, power development, and
other purposes; and

Whereas the Commission on Organization
of the Executive Branch of the Government
has filed with Congress reports declaring
there is wholly inadequate assurance that
the projects undertaken are feasible, and
that the objective of maximum benefits at
the lowest cost is being obtained; and

Whereas we are told that it would be fool-
hardy to undertake a further expenditure
of bilions of dollars without revision of
both policy and organizational arrange-
ments and the task force further recom-
mends at least a partial moratorium on fur-
ther projects; and

Whereas the task force report and the
report of the Commission constitute a warn-
ing to Congress that enormous amounts of
money are being expended on the Missourl
River Basin notwithstanding the fact that
there is no coordinated plan in existence to
Justify such expenditures; and

Whereas the economic feasibility of many
existing and proposed projects in the Mis-
souri River Basin have been seriously ques-
tioned in the report of the Commission on
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Organization of the Executive Branch of the
Government and by other engineering au-
thority; and

Whereas there is not now before Congress
an over-all study to enable Congress to de=
termine the impact of one program upon
the other in the Missouri River Basin; and

‘Whereas a unified, independent and com-
petent study and investigation of the total
needs of the basin is necessary before Con-
gress can properly pass upon pending and
future requests for appropriations: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the President is hereby re=-
quested to appoint a committee of independ-
ent, competent, and experienced persons, in-
cluding competent engineers, to make a sur=-
very and investigation of the needs of the
Missourl River Basin, taking into consider-
ation present and proposed programs for
flood control, irrigation, navigation, domes-
tic and industrial water supply, power devel-
opment, and all other matters pertinent
thereto; and be it further

Resolved, That such committee Is hereby
directed to make its report together with its
recommendations to the President and Con-
gress on or before the 30th day of Septem-
ber 1949,

For the purposes of this resolution, the
committee should be authorized to hold
hearings, to sit and act at such times and
places as it deems necessary, to employ upon
a temporary basis such technical, clerical,
and other assistants, to request the attend-
ance of such witnesses and the production
of such correspondence, books, papers, and
documents, to take such testimony, and to
make such expenditures, as it deems ad-
visable. The committee is authorized to uti-
lize the service, information, records, data,
and facilities of any of the departments or
agencies of the Government. It is suggested
that the sum of $250,000 for the purpose of
carrylng out the provisions of this resolution
be made available.

The statement by Mr. Reep is as
follows:

COMMENT OF SENATOR REED, OF KANSAS, ON
HOOVER COMMISSION REPORT AND RECOMMEN-
DATIONS AS TO THE FICK-SLOAN FPLAN FOR
MISSOURI RIVER BASIN

Eansas 1s nearly equally divided, terri-
torially, between the Missouri River Basin
and the Arkansas River Basin. The popula-
tion of Kansas is also nearly equally divided
between these two basins. I have lived all
my life in Eansas. My children were born In
Kansas and grew up In that State. Every-
thing I own is in Eansas, I am tremen-
dously concerned with the fullest possible
development of the Missourl River Basin,
Along with many others who view this situ-
ation objectively, but with deep interest, I
have had growing doubts as to the adequacy
of what 1s known as the Pick-Sloan plan for
development of this basin. There seems to
be an almost utter lack of actual coordina-
tion between the Army engineers, who are
responsible for flood control and navigation,
and the Bureau of Reclamation which is re-
sponsible for irrigation. Power development
is divided between these two agencies,
Nelther pays any attentlon to soll conserva-
tion. When representatives of each of these
agencles appeared before the Senate commit-
tees of which I am a member, I failed to find
anyone who had an adequate conception of
the whole Missour! Basin policy and develop-
ment.

Along with the people of the country, gen-
erally, I welcomed the recent report of the
Commission on Organization of the Executive
Branch of the Government, known as the
Hoover Commission, and the report of its task
force on natural resources, Among the peo=
ple, I find universal approval of the purpose
of that report in the way of greater efficiency
and less cost, including extravagance of
Government, I have not heard dissent from
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the objectives set out in the Hoover Com-
mission report from a single citizen, whether
from Kansas or any other part of the United
States.

After having given much thought and
study to the Missourl Basin general pleture.
I was not surprised to find on page 30 of the
Hoover task force report this comment:

“The result (the combined Pick and Sloan
plans) is in no sense an integrated devel-
opment plan for the basin, and there is se-
rious question whether agreement between
the two agencies (the Army engineers and the
Bureau of Reclamation) is not more costly
to the public than disagreement.”

Much has been, and is being, sald from
time to time, about how adequately the so-
called interagency has met, and can continue
to meet, the varlous problems. My own ob-
servation has been that the interagency
committee is not really effective. It is made
up of governors and representatives of the
various States which meets from time to time
and generally accepts conditions laid down
by Army engineers and the Bureau of Rec-
lamation. There has been scant consider-
ation by the interagency committee of the
economic soundness of many, perhaps most,
of the projects that have been listed by
these two agencies. I have conversed with
representatives from some of the various
Btates and find them without adequate con-
ception of the whole problem. They are
mostly concerned in the amount of money
to be spent in their respective States.

Therefore, I was not surprised to find this
comment by the Hoover Commission task
force.

“The committees have failed to solve any
important aspect of the problem of inter-
agency coordination because the dominant
members, the corps and the Bureau, have
been unwilling to permit interagency com-
mittees to settle their differences. * * * It
has been demonstrated time and again that
neither by voluntary cooperation nor by ex-
ecutive coordination can the major conflicts
be Ironed out.”

The task force, without any recorded op-
position, ordered published as a part of its
report a study of the Missourl Basin opera-
tions of the Army and the Bureau as an ex-
ample of present bureaucratic mismanage-
ment and waste.

On page 119 of the task force report we are
told that in July 1948 the estimated cost of
the thea planned Missourl basin projects
was set at $6,359,711,399. This is a huge sum
of money even in these times of Government
extravagonce and reckless spending. Begin-
ning at page 136 of the report I am discus-
sing, the task force states cogent reasons
why the Pick-Sloan plan should not be used
as a pattern for river basin developments. I
am quoting briefly from that report:

“1, The program as a whole has not been
propertly evaluated in terms of the national
interest. As far as can be determined, the
relative merits of extensive subhumid irri-
gation development as compared to other
means of increasing agricultural pruduction
have not been considered. * *

“2. The program has heen planned very
nearly backward. * *

“{a) The programs st.arted with the big
dams and other engineering structures of
some size. They were planned without ref-
erence to multiple demands for the same
water, and without knowledge of the likely
over-all pattern of social and economic de-
velopment.- * ¢ *

*“(c) Probably most serious is the fact that
the programs were planned in many of their
phases without adeqguate data om soil fer-
tility, frrigability, water amount and quality,
consumer acceptance of trrlgation. and other
basic economic data, * *

“3. A corollary of the lack of baslic data 1s
the fact that planning has been undertaken,
and construction started in the face of funda-
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mental uncertainties which may lead to &
waste of public funds, * *

4. The organization for administering the
program for the basin as a whole lacks flexi-
bility. Twenty-four Federal agencies are
already concerned, and a few more should
be. Each of these is administratively re-
sponsible to Washington, and only a few of
them are so organized that the basin falls
under a single management for them. * * *
The result is lack of “cross-fertilization,”
even at higher administrative levels, lack of
consultation on day-to-day decisions, a ten-
dency to consider plans cryst&lllzed once they
have been authorized. * *

“g" After mention of the complicated or-
ganization now concerned with Missourl Val-
ley development it perhaps is superfluous to
say again that there is no program for the
valley as a whole.”

Every Member of this Senate should study
this task force report, and the special re-
port on the Missourl Basin with a view to an
investigation of the agencles and some of the
men who have come before committees of
Congress and represented to us that they
sought appropriations for a unified, coordi-
nated Missourl Basin development plan.
This report shows that they knew better.

The task-force study tells us, at page 130,
that personnel in the Bureau of Reclamation
at one time warned Congress against certaln
projects, but after negotiating a compro-
mise—a deal—out in Omaha, Nebr, they
took the cynical view that they had no obli-
gation to the people who employ them to
warn against continuation of the plans for
those wasteful, unnecessary projects.

One engineer bluntly stated:

“When the Bureau opposed the Garrison
and Gavin's Point Dams there was no com-
plete program. When we reached an agree-
ment we withdrew from the fields of flood
control and navigation. We shall be the sole
Judge of requirements for reclamation. If
the Army engineers say those dams are re-
quired for thelr functions, we have no
opinion.”

That is the attitude, Mr. President, of men
upon whom this Congress is forced to rely
for engineering guidance, for sound engi-
neering, for honesty, and for facts upon
which to base our judgments in the appro-
priation of hundreds of millions—yes, bil-
lions—of dollars of money. They were ready
to shut their eyes to waste, to maintain si-
lence while hundreds of milions were poured
into projects which were of little or no value.
They stood ready to have mo opinion while
this went on.

This report shows we have been misled;
this Congress was not told the whole truth;
enormous appropriations were made while
the men who should have warned Congress
stood aside deliberately silent to protect
their own bureaucratic prerogatives in the
Missouri Basin. For a time they warned
about wasteful proposals, but later they made
a deal to keep mum about each other's ex-
travagances and waste.

The chairman of this task force was Leslie
A. Miller, a former Governor of Wyoming, who
is known to many of us as & man of great
ability and Integrity. Next is Horace M. Al-
bright, former director of the National Park
Service. There are two more former gover-
nors—one fronr each party—former Gover-
nor John Dempsey, of New Mexico, and for-
mer Governor Ralph Carr, of Colorado,

The other men are also eminent citizens,
They are Donald H. McLaughlin, president of
Homestake Mining Corp.; Dr. Isaiah Bow-
man, president of Johns Hopkins University;
Dr. Gilbert White, president of Haverford
College, and Prof. S8amuel T, Dana, dean of
the school of forestry and conservation at
the University of Michigan.

These eminent men tell us that this Con-
gress has appropriated hundreds of millions
of dollars on the advice and testimony of ad-
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ministrators who falled to give us the true
picture of their operations.

The full implications of this report, Mr.
President, actually add up to a scandalous
episode in the history of our Government.
I believe we should call before an appro-
priate committee the men who have been
telling us that this was a unified, coordinated
plan to get appropriations and see what they
say now. I think that we might start with
that publicity release which Senator Gr.-
LETTE recently quoted to the Senate, when
the Pick-Sloan scheme was first floated, and
bring out into the open the motivations—
the complete cynicism of men in high places
about use of the people’s money—which a
rereading of that press release now reveals,

Let me repeat the excerpt which Senator
GILLETTE read to us, The Army and the
Bureau had 2 days of discussions at Omaha
and on November 8, 1944, told us that they
had developed:

“The best practical plan for the Missouri
River Basin for navigation, flood control, ir-
rigation, reclamation, power, and all other
beneficlal uses of the water of the Missourl
River and its tributaries.”

Today we are told by the eminent men
I have named that it was no plan at all,
and that the participants were moving for-
ward to obtaln from the Congress and ex-
pend more than $6,300,000,000 in pursuance
of their scheme.

What has happened to standards of pub-
lic service? What sort of political morality
is it that men, entrusted by the people. to
protect their Interests, can permit thems-
selves to make deals to close their eyes to gi-
gantic waste? They propose to spend £6,300,-
000,000 without any plan except an inside
agreement not to expose each other's stories
before the public and this Congress.

I direct your attention to the fact, Mr.
President, that in the Department of Inte-
rior report of the Hoover Commission, the
conclusions of the task force are quoted
with approval. Some of the passages 1 have
read to you were picked up by Mr. Hoover
and his associates. The report finds that
Pick-Sloan was not a plan, and the infer-
agency committee was not solving the con-
flicts which really existed, although the pub-
lic had been told that there were none.

There were dissents about a proper re-
organization, but I do not find any member
of the Hoover Commission contradicted any
of the statements which I have quoted.

There is a growing criticism of, and lack of
confidence in the work of the Army engineers
and the Bureau of Reclamation. The coun-
try can fairly hold the Army engineers to the
highest standard of professional morality
and accuracy. They are lifetime servants of
their country, most of whom were educated
at the country’'s expense. They are very
proud of themselves and have no hesitation
in promoting their own interests. Certain-
ly they are entiiled to severe criticism in
this situation. -y

From matters that have recently come to
the attention of the Senate commlittees, of
which I am a member, conditions in the Bu-
reau of Reclamation are actually scandalous.
There are charges of corruption, incompe-
tence, waste, and extravagance to a degree
that makes one wonder if the Bureau set-up
should not be completely overhauled and
revised.

The Senate has not been without warn-
ing as to the actual situation with regard
to the Plck-Sloan plan failing to answer
the whole problem in the Missourl River
Basin. There is no Benator with whom I
more frequently disagree than Senator Mur-
RrRAY, of Montana, I do, however, want to
give Senator MuURrAY credit for standing on
the fioor of the Senate and utter repeated
warnings very much along the lines that
the Hoover Commission report finds justi-
filed—that the Pick-Sloan plan is not a
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coordinated or unified program of develop-
ment. Senator Murray has not yet con-
vinced me that his MVA plan is the answer,
but the Hoover Commission report has cer-
talnly made valid all of the criticism that
he has uttered, That report also makes
crystal clear the absolute necessity for im-
mediate conslderation, by objective and
competent engineering judgment, of the eco-
nomic feasibility of many of these Pick-
Sloan projects. Some of them are fantastic
and apparently are completely lacking in
justification. Time is of the essence in
stopping a wholesale waste of taxpayers'
money.

In view of the disclosures made, 1t must
be obvious that there must be a complete,
thorough, and searching investigation so
the people may know the huge expenditures
have a justifiable basis. I call your atten-
tion to another statement made by the
Hoover Commission task force. On page
18 of their report is found the following:

"It would be foolhardy to undertake a
further expenditure of billions of dollars
without thorough revision of both policy
and organizational arrangements; and un=-
less and until such revision is forthcom=
ing, the committee recommends to both
Congress and the Executive at least a par-
tlal moratorium on further projects.”

I have clung to the hope the Interagency
arrangement would work out the conflicts
and confusion of the rival Pick and Sloan
plans. But it has not done so. Appropria-
tlon requests are before Congress now ask-
ing for more tens of millions which do not
reflect an iota of correction. Witnesses are
telling the same old story, which has now
been exposed as false.

Mr. President, above all things the people
out in the Missourl Basin must not be pun=
ished for the mistakes that have been made.
They have been abused enough by floods and
pestilence and bureaucrats. But this Con-
gress should not whip the people of the Mis-
souri Basin—punish them further—for mis-
takes which were not theirs.

Congressman ALBERT CoLE, of Kansas, sens=
ing the truth about Pick-Sloan, a month
ago proposed over in the House that there
be a 3-year investigation of the Pick-Sloan
plan by a joint committee of 27. The
Hoover Commission advises us of projects
about which the Army and the Bureau were
‘sharply critical before they made their deal.

There should be an investigation of the
most searching sort.

The Missourl Basin is rich in resources.
It has millions of acres of rich, irrigable
lands, walting to produce an abundance of
food for the Nation when It is watered.
The basin has mineral resources awaiting
development including materials now in
critical shortage. The basin can prosper
and be a stronghold for the Nation.

Today, except for the State of Kansas, the
basin is losing its population, its young peo-
ple move away, It is fearful of floods and
drought, its resources are underdeveloped or
not developed at all,

These requests for funds are before us
now in a dozen different items. They are
not submitted in one package but are to be
found in Interior appropriations, Army ap-
propriations, Agriculture, and probably
others.

I want to see proper development of the
Missourli Basin as much as anyone in the
Senate. It becomes obvious, however, as
demonstrated by the Hoover Report, we can-
not permit the Pick-Sloan plan to continue
if we are to honestly and sincerely represent
the citizens of this country and especially
thoee living in the Missouri River Basin.

I, therefore, propose to the Members of this
Senate what I consider necessary steps to
permit us to arrive at an honest appraisal of
the needs of the Missourli River Basin. I
suggest the following:

1, The appointment, by the President, of a
board of competent, independent engineers,
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to make a comprehensive study, Investiga«
tion, and survey of the Missourl River Basin.

2. The Board to make its report and recom-
mendations to the President and Congress
on or before September 30, 1949,

3. That Congress restrict appropriations
for the Missourl River Basin until such re-
port is received by the President and Con-
gress. I earnestly believe, in light of the
findings of the task force of the Hoover
Commission, and of the existing circum-
stances, that this is the only practical solu-
tion of the problems of the Missourl River
Basin.

ADDRESS BY SENATOR WHERRY TO THE
SENTRY CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA
[Mr. CAIN asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp &n address de-
livered by Senator WHERRY before the Santry
Club of Philadelphia, April 6, 1949, which
appears in the Appendix.]

INTERVIEW WITH SENATOR HOLLAND ON
THE PROGRAM MEET THE PRESS

[Mr. RUSSELL asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp an interview with

Senator HoLLAND by newspaper reporters, on

the radio program, Meet the Press, on March

4, 1949, which appears in the Appendix.]

POLITICS HAS A PART IN INTERNATIONAL
OIL—ARTICLE FROM LIFE MAGAZINE
[Mr. BREWSTER asked and obtalned leave

to have printed in the Recoap an article en-

titled “Politics Has a Part in International
0Oil,” published in Life magazine, which ap-
pears in the Appendix.]
SENATOR WILEY'S LEGISLATIVE
RECORD

[Mr., WILEY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a list of bills
introduced by him in the first session of the

Elghty-first Congress, which appears in the

Appendix.]

COMMENTS ON LABOR LEGISLATION BY
REPRESENTATIVE WERDEL, OF CALI-
FORNIA
[Mr, CAIN asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp comments on

labor legislation recently made by Hon.

TxHomAs H. WERDEL, & Representative in Con-

gress from the State of California, which ap-

pear in the Appendix.]

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMEND-
MENT TO ABOLISH THE ELECTORAL
COLLEGE

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I hold in
my hand a copy of a letter which was
published in this morning’s Washington
Post, and which refutes in a very wise,
and I believe accurate and authoritative
manner, the complete misconception
which exists in a few quarters regarding
the operation of Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 2, which is the proposed constitu-
tional amendment to abolish the elec-
toral college and count the electoral vofe
in proportion to the popular vote. The
letter is very brief; and because it relates
to a constitutional amendment which I
hope will soon be before the Senate, I ask
unanimous consent that it be printed in
the REcorp at this point as a part of my
remarks.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

ELECTORAL-VOTE REFORM

The April 4 letter from Mr. J. Harvie Wil-
liams criticizes the constitutional amend-
ment which abolishes the office of presiden-
tial elector and provides for an automatic
counting of electoral votes in direct propor-
tion to the popular vote on the grounds that
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it is “based squarely on the principle of
proportional representation” and would en-
courage, therefore, a “*multiplicity of parties."”

There is actually no resemblance at all
between proportional representation as ap=-
plied to the election of a group (such as a
legislature or board of aldermen) and elect-
ing a single officeholder as proposed in the
pending constitutional amendment. Elect-
ing a legislature by proportional representa-
tion gives a voice to so many shades of opin-
fon that it often becomes impossible to find
& common meeting ground on any course of
actlon. We have seen this weaken govern-
ment In many of the parliamentary democ-
racies of Europe. But in the case of a single
officeholder that reasoning does not apply.
Even the cleverest surgeon cannot divide one
man up—proportionally or otherwise—and
expect him to live.

The reform we propose does not, of course,
seek to do that. It seeks, as the Washington
Post has often pointed out, simply to reflect
more accurately the will of the people in
counting the electoral votes. If we were
electing threa Presidents to hold office con=
currently as a sort of modern triumvirate,
Mr. Williams’ criticism would have some va=-
lidity. But the reform proposed in the pend-
ing constitutional amendment is no prece-
dent for that sort of election at all.

The Brookings Institution very ably sum-
marized the often-heard and wholly unsound
contention that this amendment would fos-
ter multiple parties. In a letter to me last
year, it was said of this proposal that—

“It will practically remove the chance that
small minority groups can attain and exer=
cise great power over Presidents, presidential
candldates, and political parties because
they hold the balance of power in pivotal
States. These minority groups will have no
power beyond that justified by their nums-
ber of voters in a presidential election.”

The proposed amendment would strip
splinter parties of thelr bargaining power
(so evident in the 1948 elections, as for ex=-
ample, in New York) and would oblige them
to seek popular support on the basis of their
real appeal rather than on their ability to
shift so-called pivotal States to one or the
other of the major parties under the present
all-or-nothing system. This reform would,
therefore, definitely discourage rather than
encourage a multiplicity of splinter parties,
Their future success cannot conceivably de-
pend on the very slight advertising value
which might accrue from their being credited
with an unimportant number of electoral

votes.

HenrY CasoT LODGE, Jr.,
United States Senator from Massachusetts,

‘WASHINGTON.
ARMED FORCES DAY

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I note
that the new Secretary of Defense, Hon.
Louis Johnson, has announced that next
year Army Day, Navy Day, Marine Corps
Day, and Air Force Day are all to be
merged into one Armed Forces Day. I
feel this is a step in the right direction,
that it gives moral support and prestige
to the new loyalty which must develop if
we are to have real national security, and
I therefore applaud Secretary Johnson
for taking this forthright stand. In this
connection, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp an editorial
from the Washington Post entitled
“Armed Forces Day.”

There-being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

ARMED FORCES DAY

Gen. Omar N. Bradley sald many things of
significance in his Army Day speech Tuesday
night., but none was of more meortance nor
more quickly realized than his proposal to
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end the separate service commemoration
days in favor of a single day for all the armed
services. Within 24 hours it came to pass.
Secretary of Defense Louis Johnson, to whom
unification means unification, has made cal-
endar history by merging four days into one,
No more Army Day, Navy Day, Marine Day, or
Air Force Day, but henceforth only Armed
Forces Day. This is a significant contribu-
tion to unity, Why not go further and, we
tremble to write it, abolish the Army-Navy
game? Is it not time to recognize in all
these symbolic ways that the real mission of
the three services 1s to be part of a larger
entity—the defense of the United States?

EXTENSION OF EUROPEAN RECOVERY
PROGRAM

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (3. 1209) to amend the Eco-
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the amendment offered
by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Ma-
LONE], .

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I wish
to speak briefly on the amendment. The
amendment which I have proposed,
would simply provide that loans to the
ECA countries for rehabilitation and
construction of industry would be placed
on a basis comparable to loans to Ameri-
can citizens through the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation for the same pur-
pose.

CRIPPS AND FREE TRADE

In that connection, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the REcorp
at this point as a part of my remarks an
excerpt from a statement by Sir Stafford
Cripps, of England as contained in an
article entitled, * “Enlightened’ United
States Tariff Held Vital by Cripps,” called
in the body of the article an enlighfened
policy of importation by the countries of
the Western Hemisphere, published in
the New York Journal of Commerce of
April T, 1949,

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

EnvLicHTENED UNITED StaATES TaARIFF HELD
ViTaL BY CRIPPS

Lownpon, April 6.—Sir Stafford Cripps told
the House of Commons today that Britain's
ability to earn enough dollars to exist was
dependent on an enlightened policy of im-
portation by the countries of the Western
Hemisphere.

The Chancelor of the Exchequer made this
statement in the course of presenting his
1949-50 budget in which he disappointed
most hopes for reduced taxes.

MEANING DEBATED

Whether his reference to imports, by West-
ern Hemisphere countries, was to be regarded
as a bid for further tariff concessions by the
United States or a warning that PBEritain
might have to take further cuts in purchases
in the United States and Canada if imports
fell off was a matter of conjecture here.

“In broad terms,” Sir Stafford said, “We
have succeeded in carrying out the policy of
restricting our dollar expenditure to what
can be covered by our dollar earnings to-
gether with the aid at our disposal, and we
intend to continue that policy for the rest
of the ERP period.”

SECOND STEP—FREE TRADE FROGRAM

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, this
statement of Sir Stafford Cripps leads
directly to the consideration by this body
of the second step of the three-part free-
trade program—the 3-year extension of
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the 1934 Trade Agreements Act—under

which the State Department has adopted

a selective free-trade principle upon the

theory that the more they divide our

markets with the countries of the world,
the less their trade-balance deficits will
be—then Mr. President the next rivet is
to be driven into the coffin of jobless
men—the International Trade Organiza-
tion.

ECONOMIC EQUALITY—LEVELING

I also ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp at this point as a
part of my remarks an article entitled
“ERP Goal Shifted to Economic Union,”
published in the New York Times of
April 7, 1949.

This article points the way to an eco-
nomic union of which we would eventual-
1y be an integral part, through the three-
part free-trade program, which would
bring into this country the products of
low-wage living standard labor of Asia
and Europe, unhampered by any tariff or
import fee, equalizing the standards of
living.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

ERP GoaAL SHIFTED TO EcoNomic UNiON—
WesSTERN NATIONS, WITH ToP UNITED STATES
Brrssing, CoNSIDER UNIFORM MONEY AS A
FirsT STEP

(By Michael L. Hoffmsan)

GENEVA, April 6—The ground work is be-
ing laid for a complete revamping of the
Marshall plan soon after Congress completes
actlon on next year's appropriation.

Separate strands of the ideas growing in
Europe and in top Government ecircles in the
United States are being pulled together in
preparation for a drastic new action to make
European economic integration a reality in-

stead of just so many words. One big idea-

for 1950 already deeply implanted in the
convictions of top United States and Euro-
pean officials responsible for directing the
recovery program is that the time has come
for both Europeans and North Americans
to take some risks on creating a perma-
nent economic union in western Europe.

On the European side, it is now recognized
that the United States Congress is unlikely
to appropriate huge amounts for a third
year of the Marshall plan on the basis of a
dated-up version of the same recovery story.
To come back agaln with nothing more to
report than greater output, improved exports,
better balanced budgets and frustrated Com-
munists, the Europeans realize, will fail to
impress elther Congress or the United States
public, That story is true and important,
but it has been told too often.

PRESSURE OF CONGRESS IS FELT

Btraws in the wind are the reactions dur-
ing this year's hearings on the Marshall plan
of individual Congressmen who are favorable
to aid to Europe but nervous about the lack
of progress toward what looks like something
durable in the way of a more viable economic
system., At least as Important is the pres-
sure from continental countries, particu-
larly Belgium, for some progress toward the
goals of freer trade, greater convertibility of
currencies and the opening up of long-bar-
ricaded market avenues.

On the United States side, the feeling is
that, having made irrevocable commitments
in the military sphere, it is time for western
Europe to make irrevocable commitments in
the economic sphere. It is felt that little
more can be galned from more planning,
more committee meetings, more long-term
projects. This feeling is shared by the high-
est officials of the Organization for Euro-
pean Economic Cooperation, who see the
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workings of European cooperation from the
inside.

One such unity measure now in high favor
is to establish now, while United States
aid is still avallable, a complete currency
union in western Europe. This means not
Just removing exchange controls and re-
storing the prewar freedom of convertibility,
but literally having the same colored paper,
bearing the same pictures, circulating
throughout the area. This is the kind of
step that brings a host of the other meas-
ures of coordination in its train, not as a
matter of mere good intentions but as a
matter of inherent necessity from which na-
tional governments cannot escape.

RISKS ENTAILED FOR UNITED STATES

To establish a uniform currency now would
entail great risks for all the participating
countries. Some would suffer unemploy-
ment in industries now protected by ex-
change control regulations; others would
have to impose new taxes or forego popular
social progress.

The step would also entail risks for the
United States. Instead of allocating dollars,
the United States role would become that
of underwriting the dollar deficit of the par-
ticipating countries. For some time the
whole area would have to adopt some con-
trols to keep dollar expenditure within
bounds.

The immense advantage over the present
system, however, would be that European
business could at last begin the painful proc= -
ess of adapting itself to competitive condi-
tions. Ultimately, continental experts feel,
this would bring about such an improve-
ment in productivity that Europe's inferlor-
ity to United Btates industry would be re-
duced to unimportant differentials.

Some of the keenest European ohservers
of United States congressional and public
opinion believe that it 18 in the nature of
the North American character to be pre-
pared to take a considerable risk in ex-
change for certain achievements of a broad
political ideal—and Europe has finally recog-
nized that the United States desire for Euro-
pean unity is a basic American urge.

The Benelux countries already have begun
to plan for the inclusion of western Ger-
many in a western European economic union.
The logle of incorporating west Germany
in any such plan is that it is better to have
& rapidly growing German industry under
the same roof than to deal with it as foreign
competition.

Continental economists do not believe that
Britain can or should join any tight Euro-
pean economic union: the complications of
Britaln's position as the center of a world-
wide currency system of her own are too
great. What they hope is that Britain at
least will not seek to prevent some risky
experiments in unity on the Continent. The
British record in the European economic or=
ganization does not give them much hope
that this will be the case.

BRITISH OIL—AMERICAN MARKETS

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I also
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorp at this point as a part of
my remarks an article entitled “British
0il Due Soon To Invade Dollar Markets,”
published in the New York Journal of
Commerce of April 6, 1949,

The purport of this article is that the
British Government expects, through the
free-trade policy to bring into this coun-
try the petroleum and petroleum prod-
ucts produced in the low-wage living
standard countries—without any import
fee or tariff to equalize the high-wage
living standards of this country with the
low-wage living standards of the Euro-
pean, Middle East and Asiatic areas,
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There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

BriTisg O Due Sconw To INVADE DOLLAR
MARKETS

A British Government agency made it clear
yesterday that the United Kingdom was
planning to increase its oll-refining capacity
in order to export oll products not only to
sterling-area countries but also to invade dol-
lar oil markets.

Declaring that Britaln was pushing ahead
on an eightfold increase in its petroleum
reflning capacity, the British Information
Service, which identifies itself as an agency
of the British Governmnt, sald: “One ob-
Jective is to cut down imports from dollar
sources,” and added: :

CAN SUPPLY STERLING AREA

“At the same time British oll companies
will be able to play an increasing part In
supplying sterling-area countries, western
Europe, and other parts of the world with
petroleum products which can be paid for
in sterling, and not dollars.”

“Britain’s oil expansion program is not con=
fined to multiplying here home refining ca-
pacity,” the agency added. “Plans are under-
way,” it said, “to increase forelgn oil produc=-
tion of British companiles by 1953 to double
the 1947 rate, and to increase overseas re-
fining capacity 40 percent during the same
period

“The plans now in hand for increasing
overseas resources include a new refinery in
Venezuela, and the enlargement of existing
refineries in the Middle East and East In-
dies, Increasing output from the Middle East
will entail additions to existing pipe lines
and the laying of new ones. Including cur-
rent maintenance, all the various plans will
call for 3,500,000 tons of steel between now
and 1953.”

UNITED STATES GAP SEEN FILLED

Describing the gradual shift of the United
Btates from a net exporter to a net importer
of oil as a significant development in world
markets, the agency said: “British oil con-
cerns are taking a big share in filling the gap
which this has created.”

UNEMPLOYMENT RESULT FREE TRADE

Mr. MALONE. I also ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the Recorp at
this point as a part of my remarks an
article entitled “Connecticut Jobless
Found at 11-Year Peak,” published in the
New York Journal of Commerce of April
6, 1949.

This article outlines in some detail the
unemployment situation in one of the 48
States of this Union, and is a part of the
present nearly 4,000,000 jobless and of the
9,500,000 part-time presently unemployed
of this Nation, brought on through the
administration’s three-part {ree-trade
program.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

CONNECTICUT JOBLESS FOUND AT 11-YEAR PEAK

HarTroRD, CoNN., April 5.—Unemployment
has reached an 11-year peak in Connecticut.

The State labor department reported to-
day that for the week which ended Saturday,
a total of 67,974 claims for unemployment
compensation were filed.

Lay-offs because of lack of work in all fields
of manufacturing in Connecticut were
blamed.

New claims stood at a 7,888 total as com-
pared with 6,919 for the previcus week. Such
claims have averaged about 7,000 a week
since the first ol the year, the department
sald.
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The total number of claims filed for the
same week a year ago was 24,383, of which
2,682 were new claims.

Idle pay sallowances for the past week
amounted to £1,122,967.

Mr. CONNALLY, Mr. President, I am
very hopeful that Senators will aid us
in speeding the bill along today. We have
been considering this measure for 2
weeks. The debate has heen rather am-
ple. We do not desire to shut off any
Senator. However, there has been a great
deal of debate on matters not directly re-
lated to the bill. I hope Senators will
help us to speed along and get this bill
out of the way. A number of other im-
portant measures await action. We can-
not proceed with the legislative program,
in which many Senators on both sides
of the aisle are interested, until we dis-
pose of the pending bill.

I appeal to every Senator to be as brief
as possible in his discussions. It is not
difficult to form a conception of these
problems without long and extended de-
bate. I very much hope that Senators
will bear these things in mind and aid
us in speeding along.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. I am fully in sym-
pathy with the sentiments expressed by
the Senator. I should like to ask him a
question.

This morning I received over the tele-
phone some information which is not
official or verified, but I should like to
ask the Senator whether he has received
information of a similar character. The
information was to this general effect:

A young man who has just recently re=
turned from Italy is of the opinion that
the ECA is not doing any substantial good
for the people of Italy in the southern
area of that country. He mentions that
in the city of Naples alone there are
40,000 people out of work, He made the
statement, in substance, that today the
price of labor, generally speaking, in
Italy—I am not sure whether this ap-
plies throughout the country, but in some
parts—is between 400 and 500 lira a day,
which I understand is about a dollar a
day. He also states that a small-sized
loaf of bread, the weight of which I do
not know, but which was described to me
as a small-sized loaf, sells at 150 lira,
which would mean that if a man were
working for 450 lira a day, or a dollar a
day, he must spend, for one small loaf
of bread, about a third of his daily wage.
I wonder if the Senator has any infor-
mation along that line, and if he can
tell the Senate what, in his opinion, is
the actual operation of the ECA,

I ask this question with the utmost
earnestness, and without any desire to
impede the progress of the bill.

Mr. CONNALLY, The Senator from
Texas has no detailed information at the
moment, but many American visitors
who go abroad for a few days seem to
think that they have all the answers.

Mr. DONNELL. As I understand, this
young man has been there for about 2
years. He is with one of the Govern-
ment commissions, so I do not believe
that he has the inadequate basis of
knowledge to which the Senator refers.
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Mr. CONNALLY, Did he lose his job?

Mr. DONNELL. I do not know. I
think he went there for a 2-year period,
and has now returned at the end of that
period.

Mr. CONNALLY. Idonotwanttoun=-
dertake to discredit the young man, but
I have received a great many letters and
have talked with a great many persons
about conditions here and there. I find
that some American visitors can spend
two days in a country and teli more about
conditions than one could accumulate ‘i
a year of intensive study.

I was in Italy last year. I saw Mr.
Zellerbach, our representative in Italy,
in Rome. He had just returned from a
trip to southern Italy. I know that he.is
giving attention to the conditions there.

No organization can merely wave a
wand and restore everyone to a job, and
give everyone all he wants to eat and
wear. Such a thing is not possible. The
theory of this bill is to provide for the
people, not by giving them doles of bread
from day to day, but by providing instru-
mentalities and industries which will give
them employment so that with their
earnings they can buy the things in which
they are interested and which they need.

Mr, DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator permit an interruption at
this point? My question included a re-
cital of the information which came from
the young man to whom I referred. It
was not he who spoke to me, but his
mother, She had been informed by him
that in Naples there are 40,000 persons
out of work at this time. The Senator
spoke about the purpose of providing
opportunities for work.

Mr. CONNALLY, The unemployment
problem in Italy is bad, and has been
bad, because of the fact that the country
has a surplus of population. There are
not sufficient jobs to go around. The
bill carries a provision, which was adopted
a few days ago, for ships for Italy in
which to send their surplus population
to South America and Central America.
We are doing all that is humanly pos-
sible to relieve that situation, but it can-
not be done by writing a line or two in
a bill. It cannot be done by eloquent
speeches. We have to solve the problem
by reasonable, sensible means, and that
is what we are trying to do. Mr. Zeller-
bach, who is in charge of the American
program in Italy, was here two or three
weeks ago. We conferred with him. We
stimulated him. I think he is doing
everything humanly possible with the re-
sources at his command.

Mr. DONNELL. I thank the Senator.

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. -

Mr. IVES. Does not the able Sena-
tor from Texas think it is appropriate
in this instance to point out that as be-
tween northern and southern Italy there
is a vast difference in the economy?
From the standpoint of pure economics,
it might be said that they are two en-
tirely separate countries. Whereas con-
stant improvement is being shown in the
condition in northern Italy, the problem
in southern Italy has not yet been solved.

I should like to point outf in that con-
nection, and as a part of this question,
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that every effort is being made to solve
the problem in southern Italy, which is
primarily an agrarian problem. I think
progress has been made. Does not the
able Senator from Texas believe that
that fact should be made clear?

Mr. CONNALLY. I agree with the
Senator, and I thank him very much for
his interruption,

Everyone knows that northern Italy
is the industrial section of Italy. The
main factories and industrial plants are
located in northern Italy. In southern
Italy the economy is quite different, as
suggested by the able Senator from New
York. There it is largely an agrarian
economy, We are working on it and
the ECA is working on it. We are doing
all we possibly can, with the resources
at hand and with the machinery which
has been set up, to solve that problem.

Mr. WHERRY, Mr. President, will the
-Senator yield?

Mr. CONNALLY, I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator from
Texas mean to imply that ECA does not
work as well in agricultural and agrarian
areas as it does in industrial areas and
centers?

Mr. IVES., Mr, President, will the
Senator yield on that point?

Mr, CONNALLY, I yield.

Mr, WHERRY. Just a moment,
please; I have not finished my question.

Mr. CONNALLY, I thought the Sen-
ator had finished; it seemed to me it was
a good, long question,

Mr. WHERRY. Ii is a double-barreled
question, and I hope it will be listened to
by the Senator from Texas, for whom I
have the most profound respect.

Mr. CONNALLY. I hope that will be
printed in the RECORD,

Mr. WHERRY. I hope so, too.

Mr. President, there seem to be some
difficulties in respect to southern Italy.
because if ECA can help only in indus-
trial centers, but not in agricultural
areas, that fact, if it be one, would prove

“conclusively that the question before us
is only one of financing foreign trade to
help industrial centers, rather than to
help the whole economy,

Mr, IVES. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield?

Mr, CONNALLY, I yield.

Mr. IVES. Inthat connection, I should

_like to emphasize what I previously stated

in the question I posed to the able Sen-
ator from Texas, namely, that the prob-
lem in southern Italy is primarily agrar-
ian. But that does not mean that the
ECA undertaking is restricted primarily
to industrial projects and foreign trade
applicable only to industrial projects and
industrial undertakings., For the most
part, the land in southern Italy is a very
poor type of soil. The mountains are not
conducive to very much production of
agricultural commodities or to very much
agricultural activity. The soil there
must be built up.

Under the ECA program, measures are
being taken to build up the soil, so as to
put southern Italy into such a condition
that, from an agrarian standpoint, it will
be able to take care of itself.

Furthermore, I wish to point out that
the great population problem in Italy is
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peculiarly acute in southern Italy, and
that also bears-on this matter.

But let it not be understood that the
ECA is not interested in this type of ef-
fort or is not doing anything in this field.
I, myself, happen to have had some direct
contacts in southern Italy in recent
months, and I know that a particular
effort is being directed in that area of
Italy, all under ECA.

Mr. CONNALLY. Ithank the Senator.

Mr. President, I hope the Members of
the Senate will recall the plea I made a
little while ago to help speed the bill
along toeday and be as brief as possible
in the discussions and debates, so that
we may obtain some action, because this
bill and the disposal of it are affecting
the entire legislative program of the
Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr,
MaronNel.

Mr. MALONE., Mr. President, in con-
nection with the remarks made by the
distinguished Senator from Texas, I
should like to say that I have made it a
point to listen carefully to the debate on
the floor of the Senate for the past 2
weeks, I have heard no Senator depart
from the economic subject that so vitally
affects our Nation. I have listened care-
fully to the Senator from Utah [Mr.
Warkins], for example, the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. DonwneiL]l, the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. WaerryY], the Sen-
ator from Missouri [Mr. KEm], the Sen-
ator from Indiana [Mr. JENNER], and
other Senators; and I wish to say for
the Recorp that none of the Senators
have departed from the debate on the
economics of our Nation as this bill af-
fects them.

THREE PART FREE TRADE FROGRAM

Mr. President, this measure is the first
of a three-part or three-phase program
for free trade for the American people,
and it strikes at the heart of the working-
man of America. The next thing we
shall have before us will be the 1934 Trade
Agreements Act extension bill. That is
the act under which the State Depart-
ment has adopted a selective free-trade
policy over a period of 10 or 12 years, on
the theory that the more the markets of
the United States are divided with the
nations of Europe and of the rest of the
world, the less will be their trade-balance
deficits; and it is well known and ac-
knowledged that the purpose of the ECA
is to make up their trade-balance deficits
with the hard-money countries each year
in cash—our chief export is cash.

Mr. President, with 4,000,000 persons
out of work in this country, and with
nine and one-half millicn of our people
on part-time work, and with 67,974
claims for unemployment compensation
in 1 week at Hartford, Conn., as shown
by a dispatch coming from there, it i1l
behooves this Nation to worry too much
about the 40,000 jobless in Ifaly, while
our own people are being forced out of
their jobs through our own actions here
in fostering the importation of the low-
wage living standard labor of Europe.

I wish to emphasize again, Mr, Presi-
dent, that the bill, presently before the
Senate, is but one part of the three-part
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free-trade program, and that many other
bills which are or will be before the Con-
gress will shove us further along the road
of economic equality with Europe and
Asia—forgetting that we broke our eco-
nomic ties with Europe in 1776 because of
the treatment we were then receiving as
a colonial possession of Great Britain.
The pending measure is No, 1 of that
group; the 1934 Trade Agreements Act
extension bill will be No. 2; the In-
ternational Trade Organization bill will
be No. 3; and after it there will be
many more, which can be named. All
of them constitute one large over-all pro-
gram to level the wage-living standards
of this Nation with the low-wage living
standards of Europe, Asia, the South
Seas, and Africa; and Mr. President, it
will not be long before the people of the
United States will realize that fact.

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, I wish to
take a minute or two to join in the com-
ments of the Senator from Nevada in
regard to the importance of this issue
and the other great issues which are
about to come before the Senate, and also
to add my word in emphasizing the im-
portance of subjecting them to full de-
bate. I think we may just as well face
the reality that the Senators who have
been speaking in opposition to ECA in
this debate—and as the voting record
shows, I do not share their opposition—
have nevertheless been representing
what I consider to be a growing senti-
ment in the United States in regard to
United States foreign policy. I thinkitis
well and wise that they present their
point of view on the floor of the Senate
and that those who entertain an oppos-
ing point of view answer them, because I
think that unless they are answered and
unless we can have a full and lengthy
debate on this subject, we may discover
in the not-too-distant future that in-
creasing numbers of the American people
will be asking for the answers. I know
of no better place to give the answers
than here on the floor of the Senate. I
Join with the Senator from Nevada in
saying that I think the record of this
debate on these issues speaks for itself.
The debate thus far has been on the
merits of the issues.

It was not so long ago, Mr. President—
and if Senators on the Democratic side
are so anxious to make haste in the
Senate on this issue, they should reflect
upon this—that the entire program of
the Senate was bogged down as the result
of a prolonged extraneous discussion
which certainly had nothing to do with
the need of efficiently and effectively
transacting the business of the Senate.
We saw the spectacle of a large number
of Democratic Senators, on the Demo-
cratic side of the aisle including the
Benator from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] en-
gaging the Senate for days in what con-
stituted a filibuster. The Democrats
who participated in that filibuster were
not heard to cry for speed in considering
civil-rights legislation.

We have had approximately 2 weeks of
debate on the ECA subject which in-
volves the expenditure of several billion
dollars of the taxpayers’ money. Yet we
on this side of the aisle are frequently
almost constantly, being needled by
Democratic Senators to make haste. I
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say the type of haste they are asking for
will make for a great deal of waste, too,
if we do not have a full and lengthy dis-
cussion of these issues.

Mr. President, I repeat now, and I shall
say it again in the future, that so long
as the Democrats seek to steam roll is-
sues through the Senate, there will be
resistance from the Senators on this side
of the aisle.

DR. EDWIN G. NOURSE'S COMMENTS ON ECO-
NOMIC SITUATION

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I think the
statement just made by the eminent
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, the Senator from Texas, is most
surprising, in view of the article that ap-
peared in the newspapers this morning
giving an account of the address made
by the Chairman of the Council of Eco~
nomic Advisers, Dr. Edwin G. Nourse.
I hold in my hand a copy of the account
of the meeting at which he spoke, taken
from the Washington Post of this morn-
ing. I am sure it must have caught the
eye of the Senator from Texas, if he
read the Washington Post this morn-
ing. The headline is, “Cost of arm-
ing Europe may curtail defense and
ECA spending.” Under it is the sub-
heading, “Economic chief's warning
serves to complicate security set-up.”
I read from the article:

America's current security programs—de-
fense and ECA—shculd be trimmed to offset
at least part of the cost of sending arms to
Eurcpe, President Truman’s chief economic
adviser declares.

This warning from Dr. Edwin G. Nourse,
Chairman of the Council of Economic Ad-
visers—delivered at the Pentagon with Mr.
Truman's advance approval—had immediate
repercussions throughout Washington.

It certainly would influence the forth-
coming Senate fight over ratification of the
North Atlantic Pact, as Members had already
been asking questions about the cost of im-
plementing it with arms,

So, Mr. President, I do not think any
Senator who asks such a question on the
floor of the Senate need apologize. The
article continues:

CERTAIN TO AFFECT ECA EILL

The ECA appropriation authorization bill,
now bhefore the Senate, was certain to be
affected.

Further, the job of whipping the admin-
istration’s military aid bill into shape for
presentation to Congress and the course of
that legislation on Capitol Hill was further
complicated.

And, Nourse's suggestion of further cuts
in America’s armed forces caused not only
concern at the Pentagon, but promised to
affect plans of the House Appropriations and
Armed Services Committees,

The former was reported early this week
to be ready to boost Air Force appropriations
by some 800 million dollars, through trim-
ming Army and Navy funds. Many mem-
bers of the House Armed Services Commit-
tee plan amendments to increase the latter
outlays also when the armed forces spend-
ing bill reaches the floor next week.

The article then recounts certain
statements made yesterday, on the occa-
sion of Army Day, with reference to the
necessity of maintaining the armed
strength of America throughout the
world.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Missouri yield to the Sena-
tor from Nebraska for a question?

Mr, KEM, Iam glad to yield.

Mr. WHERRY, I read that article,
and I ask the Senator, does he interpret
Dr. Nourse’s statement to mean that if
we were to ratify the North Atlantic Pact
and pass the implementing legislation, a
review should be made with the idea of
taking money from ECA funds and plac-
ing it in the fund to implement the
North Atlantic Pact so far as arms are
concerned? Did the Senator from Mis-
souri get that interpretation from Dr.
Nourse's remarks?

Mr. KEM. I can answer that in the
direct words of Dr. Nourse, as quoted in
the article.

Mr, MALONE, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. KEM. I prefer not to yield now.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Missouri declines to yield.

Mr. KEM. Dr. Nourse is quoted in the
article as follows:

“It would be wrong to conclude,” Dr Nourse
sald in alluding to this plan, “that we can,
without concern, add these expenditures,
whatever they are, to the present budget
items for national security.”

Does that answer the question of the
Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. WHERRY. In other words, if I
understand correctly—and I ask the Sen-
ator if this coincides with his interpreta-
tion—a review should be made, with the
idea of examining the complete set-up
and taking funds here and funds there,
adding them together, and not going be-
yond the danger point suggested by Dr,
Nourse as being recognized by him.

Mr. KEM. There can be no other con-
clusion. The article continues:

Additional taxes or deficit financing would

follow such a budget increase, he said.
Nourse added—

I ask the Senate to attend particularly
to this language——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate
will be in order. Did the Senator make
a request?

Mr. KEM. No. I saw the attention
of the Presiding Officer was engaged, and
I waited as a matter of courtesy until
he was free.

The VICE PRESIDENT. I thank the
Senator, The Chair was engaged mo-
mentarily, but he should not have been.
The Chair sometimes is engaged in
fighting off Senators who want to engage
the attention of the Chair.

Mr. KEM. The article continues:

Nourse added that the baslc issue is—

“Does the North Atlantic Pact increase our
national danger and therefore require us to
make additional outlays to restore the proper
measure of military security? Or do we pro-
pose, by joining in a plan of mutual as-
surance, to lessen the danger to each of the
parties, and particularly to ourselves as a
prime target of possible aggression?”

Nourse agreed with the latter and went on
to say:

“Under this integration we expect to buy
better security at the same cost or even, in
due time, at lower cost than would other-
wise be required.”

Nourse also sald that Marshall-plan funds
must be regarded as an integral part of the
plan of American security. He continued:
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“The relative parts to be played by military
and by industrial preparedness in each of
the participating countries, and the relative
roles to be played by each arm of the mili-
tary service at the most effective points must
be reexamined in the light of the new stra-
teglc concept and with no dangerous back-
ward look at traditional positions of prestige,
historieal rolls, or impressive trappings.

“We cannot afford to make the costs of its
implementation a simple addition to other

military plans as they stood before the new
tlignment.”

So, Mr. President, it seems that what
has been said on the floor of the Senate,
perhaps in some detail and perhaps with
some repetition, in regard to the ECA
program, by those who are seeking to
have the present appropriations reduced,
is not without recognition in the very
highest councils of the administration.

Mr. CONNALLY. Vote!

Mr. KEM. Mr. President——

Mr. CONNALLY. I beg the Senator's
pardon.

Mr. KEM. I thank the Senator for his
courtesy, but I shall continue to speak
until I have expressed my view in much
more detail than may be agreeable to the
Senator from Texas.

Mr, CONNALLY, Mr. President, I
want to say to the Senator I thought
he had concluded. I meant no dis-
courtesy whatever.

Mr, KEM. I shall make it clear to the
Senator from Texas, by resuming my
seat, when I have completed my remarks.

Mr, CONNALLY, Of course. I do
not deny the Senator’s right to do that.
I meant no discourtesy. I thought the
Senator had concluded his remarks. I
apologize if he took any offense. It was
not so intended.

Mr. KEM. I should like to say to the
Senator from Texas, if he thinks by per-
formances of that kind he can in any
way intimidate the Senator from Mis-
souri or curtail the remarks ha otherwise
may make, he is very much mistaken.

Mr. CONNALLY. Ithank the Senator
for the cordial way in which he accepted
my apology and my explanation,

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I do accept
the apology of the Senator from Texas.
But may I indulge in the hope that dur-
ing the course of the debate he will not
repeat the practice which he has started.

In addition to repercussions felt here
in Washington, it is apparent that the
effect of what has been said on the Sen-
ate floor has been felt abroad. On the
first page of the New York Times this
morning there is a very interesting dis-
patch from Geneva. I quote:

GENEVA, April 6—The ground work is being
1aid for a complete revamping of the Marshall
plan soon after Congress completes action on
next year's appropriations.

Separate strands of the ideas growing in
Europe and in top Government rircles in the
United States are being pulled together in
preparation for a drastic new actlon to make
European economic integration a reality in-
stead of just so many words. One big idea
for 1950 already deeply implanted in the con-
victlons of top United States and European
officials responsible for directing the recovery
program is that the time has come for both
Europeans and North Americans to take some
risks on creating a permanent economic
union in western Europe.

On the European side it is now recognized
that the United States Congress is unlikely to
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appropriate huge amounts for a third year
of the Marshall plan on the basis of a dated-
up version of the same recovery story. To
come back again with nothing more to report
than greater output, improved exports, better
balanced budgets, and frustrated Com-
munists, the Europeans realize, will fail to
impress either Congress or the United States
public. That story is true and important,
but it has been told too often.

Straws In the wind are reactions during
this year's hearings on the Marshall plan of
individual Congressmen who are favorable to
ald to Europe but nervous about the lack of
P toward what looks like something
durable in the way of a more viable economic
system. At least as important is the pressure
from continental countries, parti~ularly Bel-
glum, for some progress toward the goals of
freer trade, greater convertibility of cur-
rencies, and the opening up of long-barri-
caded market avenues.

The article concludes with this inter-
esting statement:

Continental economists do not believe that
Britain can or should join any tight Euro-

an economic union; complications of Brit-
ain’s position as the center of a world-wide
currency system of her own are too great.
What they hope is that Britain at least will
not seek to prevent some risky experiments
in unity on the Continent. The British rec-
ord in the European economic organization
does not give them much hope that this will
be the case.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the two articles from which I
have read, one from the Washington
Post and the other from the New York
Times, be incorporated in the REcorD as
part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

[From the Washington Post of April 7, 1949]
CosT oF ARMING EUROPE MAY CURTAIL DEFENSE
AND ECA SreExDING—EcoNOoMIc CHIEF'S
WaRNING SERVES To COMPLICATE SECURITY

Ser-Up

(By John @G. Norris)

America’s current security programs—de-
fense and ECA—should be trimmed to offset
at least part of the cost of sending arms to
Europe, President Truman’s chief economic
adviser declares.

This warning from Dr. Edwin G. Nourse,
Chairman of the Council of Economic Ad-
visers—delivered at the Pentagon with Mr.
Truman's advance approval—had immediate
repercussions throughout Washington.

It certainly would influence the forthcom-
ing Senate fight over ratification of the North
Atlantic Pact, as Members had already been
asking questions about the cost of imple-
menting it with arms,

CERTAIN TO AFFECT ECA BILL

The ECA appropriation suthorization bill,
now before the Senate, was certain to be
affected.

Further, the job of whipping the adminis-
tration's military aid bill into shape for pres-
entation to Congress and the course of that
legislation on Capitol Hill was further com-
plicated.

And Nourse’s suggestion of further cuts in
America’s armed forces caused not only con-
cern at the Pentagon, but promised to affect
plans of the House Appropriations and Armed
Bervices Committees.

The former was reported early thls week
to be ready to boost Alr Force appropriations
by some $800,000,000, through trimming
Army and Navy funds. Many members of the
House Armed Services Commitiee plan
amendments to increase the latter outlays
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also when the armed forces spending bill
reaches the floor next week.

MORE TAXES OR DEFICIT

Dr. Nourse’s warning that an arms-for-
Europe program “would contribute to the
need for additional taxes or to the making
of a budget deficit” was made Tuesday. He
spoke before a closed session of top defense
officials and prominent civillan guests at-
tending the Second Joint Civilian Orienta-
tion Conference, Nourse made the state-
ment public yesterday.

The impact of his arddress was particularly
felt, as officials previously had indicated that
the military-aid program could be piled on
top of the President’s defense budget and
ECA spending plans without economic
trouble.

The Nourse statement came as military
leaders delivered a series of Army Day ad-
dresses, emphasizing that America must pre-
pare to hold western Europe in the event
of war, and not count on defeating an ag-
gressor in Europe by atomic attack from the
afr.

Army 3ecretary EKenneth Royall said that
if an aggressor is allowed to overrun Europe,
the war will last 10 to 20 years or even
longer. Former Under Secretary of the Army,
William H. Draper, declared that American
strategy must contemplate indefinitely a
retention of strength on the continent of
Europe.

Gen. Omar N. Bradley, Army Chief of
Staff, set the pace for the Army Day speeches
In an address in New York Tuesday night.
He firmly backed arms aid to western Eu-
rope, declaring that we would be foolish to
follow any strategy of letting an enemy over-
run the Continent and attempting to come
back later.

Their statements were regarded as the
opening guns of the administration drive to
ratify the Atlantic Pact and back it up
with arms assistance. Legislation now being
readied for Congress is reported to total
£1,800,000,000 for arms shipments—inciud-
ing continuation of Greek-Turkey ald and
the value of supplies sent to western Eu-
rope from current American stocks.

“It would be wrong to conclude,” Dr.
Nourse said in alluding to this plan, “that
we can, without concern, add these expendi-
tures, whatever they are, to the present
budget items for national security.”

Additional taxes or deficit financing would
follow such a budget increase, he said.
Nourse cdded that the basic issue is:

“Does the North Atlantic Pact Increase
our national danger and therefore require
us to make additional outlays to restore the
p-oper measure of military security? Or do
we propose, by joining in a plan of mutual
assurance, to lessen the danger to each of
the parties, and particularly to ourselves as
& prime target of possible aggresslon?”

Nourse agreed with the latter and went
on to say:

“Under this integration we expect to buy
better security at the same cost or even, In
due time, at lower cost than would other-
wise be required.”

Nourse also said that Marshall-plan funds
must be regarded as an integral part of the
plan of American security. He continued:

“The relative parts to be played by mili-

tary and by industrial preparedness in each
of the participating countries, and the rela-
tive roles to be played by each arm of the
military service at the most effective points
must be reexamined in the light of the new
strategic concept and with no dangerous
backward look at traditional positions of
prestige, historical rolls, or impressive trap-
pings.

“We cannot afford to make the costs of its
implementation a simple addition to other
military plans as they stood before the new
alinement.”
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[From the New York Times of April 7, 1949]

ERP Goan BuawrrEp To Ecowomic UNION—
WESTERN NaTIONS, WITH TOP UNITED STATES
BrEssiNG, CONSIDER UNIFORM MONEY AS A
FirsT STEP

(By Michael L. Hoffman)

GENEvA, April 6—The ground work is be-
ing laid for a complete revamping of the
Marshall plan soon after Congress com-
pletes action on next year’s appropriation.

Separate strands of the ideas growing in
Europe and in top Government circles in
the United States are being pulled {ogether
in preparation for a drastic new action to
make European economic Integration a real-
ity instead of just so many words. One big
idea for 1950 already deeply implanted in
the convictions of top United States and
European officials responsible for directing
the recovery program is that the time has
come for both Eurcpeans and North Amer-
icans to take some risks on creating a perma-
nent economic union in western Europe.

On the European side, it is now recog-
nized that the United States Congress is un-
likely to appropriate huge amounts for a
third year of the Marshall plan on the basis
of & dated-up version of the same recovery
story. To come back again with nothing
more to report than greater output, im-
proved exports, better balanced budgets, and
frustrated Communists, the Europeans real-
ize, will fail to impress either Congress or
the United States public, That story is true
and important, but it has been told too
often.

PRESSURE OF CONGRESS IS FELT

Straws in the wind are the reactions dur-
Ing this year's hearings on the Marshall plan
of individual Congressmen who are favorable
to ald to Europe but nervous about the lack
of progress toward what looks like some-
thing durable in the way of a more viable
economic system. At least as Important is
the pressure from Continental countries,
particularly Belgium, for some progress
toward the goals of freer trade, greater con-
vertibility of currencies, and the opening up
of long-barricaded market avenues,

On the United States side, the feeling is
that, having made irrevocable commitments
in the military sphere, it is time for western
Europe to make irrevocable commitments in
the economic sphere. It is felt that little
more can be gained from more planning,
more committee meetings, more long-term
projects. This feeling is shared.by the high-
est officials of the Organization for European
Economic Cooperatior, who see the workings
of European cooperation from the inside.

One such unity measure now in high favor
is to establish new, while United States aid
is still avallable, a complete currency union
in western Europe. This means not just re-
moving exchange controls and restoring the
prewar freedom of convertibility but literally
having the same colored paper, bearing the
same pictures, circulating throughout the
area. This is the kind of step that brinzs
& host of the other measures of coordination
in its train, not as a matter of mere good
intentions but as a matter of inherent ne-
cessity from which national governments can-
not escape.

RISKS ENTAILED FOR UNITED STATES

To establish a uniform currency now would
entail great risks for all the participating
countries. Some would suffer unemployment
in industries now protected by exchange con-
trol regulations; others would have to im-
pose new taxes or forego popular socilal
progress.

The step would also entall risks for th2
United States. Instead of allocating dollars,
the United States role would become that of
underwriting the dollar deficit of the par-
ticipating countries. For some time the
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whole area would have to adopt some con-
trols to keep dollar expenditure within
bounds.

The immense advantage over the present
system, however, would be that European
business could at last begin the painful proc-
ess of adapting itself to competitive condi-
tions. Ultimately, continental experts feel,
this would bring about such an improvement
in productivity that BEurope's inferlority to
United States industry would be reduced to
unimportant differentials.

Some of the keenest European observers of
United States congressional and public opin-
jon believe that it is in the nature of the
North American character to be prepared to
take a considerable risk in exchange for cer-
taln achievements of a broad political ideal—
and Europe has finally recognized that the
United States desire for European unity is
& basic American urge.

The Benelux countries already have begun
to plan for the inclusion of western Germany
in a western European economic union. The
logic of incorporating west Germany in any
such plan is that it is better to have a rapidly
growing German industry under the same
roof than to deal with it as foreign com=-
petition.

Continental economists do not believe that
Britain can or should join any tight European
economic union: the complications of Brit-
ain’s position as the center of a world-wide
currency system of her own are too great.
What they hope is that Britain at least will
not seek to prevent some risky experiments
in unity on the Continent. The Britizh rec-
ord in the European Economis Organization
does not give them much hope that this
will be the case.

Mr, JENNER. Mr. President, we have
been admonished and criticized rather
consistently, supposedly for delaying tac-
ties in connection with the Marshall plan.
It has been stated several times that
many extraneous matters have been in-
jected into the debate. I rise for a mo-
ment to explain my position. I did make
one extended speech on the subject in
the past 2 weeks. Ithink I took approxi-
mately 21, hours of the Senate’s time.
During the 2 years and 3 months in
which I have been a Member of the Sen-
ate, I have used very little of the Sen-
ate’s time. I thought I made my posi-
tion clear. I admit that in my remarks
I talked about the North Atlantic Pact
and other projected pacts; I talked about
our domestic problems; I talked about
our great national debt; I talked about
our taxes and the proposed increase in
taxation.

It is my sincere belief that because the
Marshall plan is a piece of legislation to
be considered at this time, we cannot
completely isolate it and separate it from
the other great problems which confront
us, both in connection with our foreign
policies and in connection with our do-
mestic policies.

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. JENNER. I yield for a question.

Mr. MALONE. Then the Senator does
not agree with the tactics which have
been employed in the past few years with
reference to each one of these matters,
the Marshall plan, the ERP, the ECA, all
one plan, referring to them as legislation
to meet a great emergency,; and he does
not agree that the trade agreements ex-
tension bill is to meet a great emergency,
or that the International Trade Organ=-
ization matter, which will level the living
standards of this country with those of
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Europe, is a great emergency, standing
by itself. Or does he believe, in view of
Sir Stafford Cripps’ remarks this morn-
ing in a newspaper interview, that Ameri-
ca must be educated along the lines of
lower tariffs and import fees so that
British products can more easily enter
the United States, that there should be
some general plan of operation?

Mr, JENNER. That is what I was try-
ing to make plain to my colleagues. I
do not think we can consider any one
of these programs and isolate it, and say
we will talk about the ECA program, then
we will talk about reciprocal-trade agree-
ments, then about the North Atlantic
Pact, then about the labor bill, then edu-
cation for the people of the United States,
then about reclamation for the bene-
fit of the people of the Nation, and then
about taxes, as isolated matters. I do
not taink that can be done. I have tried
to make my position plain.

I am not trying to delay the business
of the Senate. It is my honest belief
that we cannot accomplish all the things
we need to accomplish at home, and all
the things which may be necessary in the
world at large, and still remain an eco-
nomically and militarily strong Nation.
The Marshall plan itself may be fine;
the North Atlantic Pact may be fine; I
think all these things may be necessary,
but if the ultimate end means bank-
ruptey for the Nation, then we shall have
destroyed the last stronghold of freedom
in the world.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. JENNER. I yield to the Senator
from Missouri.

Mr. DONNELL. I take it the Senator
is not implying that the North Atlantic
Pact is a necessity or that it is advisable.
Is that correct?

Mr. JENNER. I am not. All I am
trying to do is to make my position clear.
It is not easy for a Senator to take the
position which I take in the Senate. He
is lost in a hopeless minority. A Senator
who takes the stand which I take is
branded as a know-nothing, an iscla-
tionist, and a reactionary. It is not easy
to be in a hopeless minority, as has been
evidenced by the vote on my amendment.
I offered an amendment to the bill, and
it was rejected. Knowing that agricul-
ture is one of the basic industries of this
Nation, knowing that we had had ap-
proximately T years of bumper crops, and
that another bumper crop was in pros-
pect, I cffered an amendment which
merely provided that when the Ameri-
can farmers have raised a surplus of key
crops, such as cotton, wheat, corn, rye,
soy beans, and so forth, the Administra-
tor of ECA should not be permitted to
take the American taxpayers’ dollars and
purchase such products in a foreign
country, such as Canada, as was done
last year. The Administrator pur-
chased $354,000,000 worth of Canadian
wheat at a time when we had 360,000,000
bushels of surplus wheat. On the 360,-
000,000 bushels of surplus wheat a sub-
sidy equivalent to the parity price had
to be paid. My amendment received 32
votes out of a possible 96 votes.

What I am trying to say, Mr. Presi-
dent is that it is not easy to fight for
what one honestly believes in, when he is
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in a hopeless minority, and when all
these various proposals are put together
and coupled up with the other problems
confronting our economy. The propa-
ganda has already started on the North
Atlantic Pact, and it is a 100-to-1 bet
that it will be ratified by this body.

The pact itself, standing by itself,
might be all right; I am personally in-
clined to think it is; but when we put
the price tag along with the pact, we
must reflect that we are going to assume
to rearm Europe, that we are to commit
ourselves to arm for a ground war in
Europe, at a probable cost of around
$20,000,000,000. Certainly we start with
$1,800,000,000, but that is merely the
ante in the poker game. Twenty billion
dollars is a truer figure than $1,800,-
000,000.

Mr, DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. JENNER. I yield for a question.

Mr. DONNELL. Am I correct in my
impression, however, that notwithstand-
ing the Senator's remarks about the At-
lantic Pact as a separate entity, he is
holding his mind open to hear all the
arguments on the Atlantic Pact before
he arrives at a final conclusion?

Mr. JENNER. That is true.

Mr. DONNELL, He is not intending
to state to the Senate that he has ar-
rived at the conclusion that the Atlantic
Pact is either necessary or desirable, is
he?

Mr. JENNER. No; I have not arrived
at any final decision. I merely say that
the pact itself, just a piece of paper with
the 12 names written on if, probably
means that the American taxpayer will
have to spend a tremendous amount of
money.

Mr. DONNELL. It may mean, how-
ever, may it not, that the American Gov-
ernment is obligating this country to go
to war in the event of certain contin-
gencies, and without requiring the ap-
proval of the Congress of the United
States?

Mr. JENNER. It may mean that, but
my personal reasoning is that we have
gone to war in Europe twice when there
was no pact in existence. As a matfer
of fact there were neutrality laws in
which we took the exact opposite view
from that reflected in the pact. There-
fore I would assume, the American peo-
ple being what they are, wanting liberty
and freedom preserved throughout the
world if possible, that they would prob-
ably go to war a third time pact or no
pact. What I am trying to show, and
I think what the debate has brought out,
is that when we take a 42 or 45 billion
dollar budget for the costs of the Fed-
eral Government; then include five or
six billion dollars, the cost of the Mar-
shall plan; include another billion dol-
lars for the cost of the occupation of
Germany and Japan; include, in addi-
tion, probably $600,000,000, or perhaps
more, for Greece and Turkey; include,
to begin with, a $1,800,000,000 for the
North Atlantic Pact, with a projected
figure of probably nearly $20,000,000,000;
and when we include the possibility of
lend-lease with which to do the same
thing we are doing in the North Atlan-
tic; then include a Pacific pact; then
bring in all the domestic problems, andi
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consider that we now need $12,000,000,-
000 to rebuild and bring up to par our
national defense and strategic materi-
als; and when we think of the fact that
there are 6,000,000 children in this coun-
try who have to go to school in the next
five years, and there are not sufficient
physical facilities to enable them to at-
tend school, which will mean the ex-
penditure of a billion or two billion dol-
lars to bring the school facilities up to
what they should be, unless we are to
raise a Nation of hoodlums; when we
think of the old people in this country,
with whom we play politics in each elec-
tion, who are getting the miserable pit-
tance of $21 a month; and when we
think of the old age group increasing in
number all the time; when we think of
the problems of power and reclamation;
when we think of the problems of con-
servation; when we think of the fixed
obligations of the Government—when
we consider all these things, I say we can
not isolate the Marshall plan and talk
about it exclusively.

When we couple with all this the pro-
jected Fair Deal of Mr. Truman, which
it is estimated will take another ten to
twenty billion dollars a year, I say we
cannot take seventy or eighty billion
dollars out of the American economy and
continue as a strong, solvent, free Na-
tion. That is why I oppose the New
Deal and Fair Deal. I do not think
it is the sincere purpose of their pro-
ponents to preserve a free and strong
economy in this country. I think they
are gradually, step by step, through
hopping from one emergency to another
emergency, from one crisis to another
crisis, deliberately leading this greaf free
Nation into socialism.

Mr., President, I hold in my hand a
document which Is being circulated
among Government employees, not
down on Pennsylvania Avenue, but here
in this very Capitol, here in the very
shadow of the Senate Chamber. Let me
read parts of it; it is too long to take
up the time of the Senate to read it all,
and I do not care to be accused of delay-
ing tactics, but I am fearful we are being
led to overextend ourselves, as the Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr. GEeORGE] has
sald, and when we overextend ourselves
and head into bankruptcy, then we are
going to lose our liberties, we are going
to lose freedom in this country, and then
who is going to be the great leader we
are now supposed to be in the world?

I ask Senafors to listen to this. It
refers to an ADA study trip to Britain
in the summer of 1949. This has been
circulated among Government employees
here in the shadow of the Senate Cham-
ber. Worse than that, it has been ecir-
culated to young boys, 15, 16, and 17
years old, here within the shadow of
this very Senate Chamber. Do we hear
talk about preserving freedom and liber-
ty? Listen to this:

This is a summer trip of 1949 under the
:1::}:1;&0 of the Americans for Democratic

on.

Oh, Mr. President, how the word “dem-
ocratic” has been abused and perverted.
One would think we were a democracy.
If you want to sell a program to the
American people, call it democratic.
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Mr, President, we are not a democ-
racy.. We never were intended to be a
democracy. This Nation is a Republic,
a representative Republic, and there is
no reference in the Preamble, in the
Constitution, in any of the debates at
the Convention which framed the Con-
stitution, or in any of the sacred docu-
ments of this great Nation, which calls
us a democracy. But we are fast get-
ting to be a democracy, because we are
becoming a government of organized
gangs.

Here, circulated in this building, is this
pamphlet from the Americans for
Democratic Action.” The address of this
organization is 1740 K Street NW., Wash-
ington 6, D. C. The telephone num-
ber is Executive 8160. The officers are
listed, headed by one of our distingushed
colleagues from Minnesota, Mr. Hu-
BERT H. HumPHREY, He is the national
chairman of this organization, and the
other officers are listed. I do not care
to read all this, but let me read por-
tions of it so that Senators may see what
is going on.

ADA has a deep and sympathetic interest
In the program of Britain's Labor Govern-
ment. ADA has held that what Britain Is
accomplishing may be one answer to the
challenge of communism. For here freedom
and planning—

Both those words are underlined, Mr.
President—

are essentials of a mature and vigorous de-
mocracy.

There is that word again.

Eritaln has lost none of her democratic
practices with the planning she has had to do
to rebulld. In fact she has added new privi-
leges of citizenship with the broadened par-
ticipation required by her health, housing,
town and country planning, and other soclal
welfare legislation.

Let us stop right there. Britain has
lost none of her freedoms. Those who
prepared this document are writing to
our young men, employees, if you please,
of this very Senate, urging them to go
to England and study the great British
Labor government, when we are today
spending billions of dollars to keep that
1grea.i; British Labor government on its

eet.

They have lost no freedoms over there.
My wife was born in that country. Her
relatives are still in that country. I
know from first hand information that
if & man is a coal miner and wants to
quit his job and go into some other in-
dustry he cannot do so without receiving
permission. He must go to the bureau-
crats to receive permission.

By the way, there are more bureau-
crats in England today than there are
in this great country, but there are only
45,000,000 people in that country, whereas
there are 145,000,000 people in our coun-

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield to the Sena-
tor from Missouri for a question?

Mr, JENNER. I yield for a question.

Mr. DONNELL. Iask the Senator from
Indiana if the language which he has
quoted in regard to Great Britain has a
very striking similarity to the language
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which occurs in the speech of Christopher
Mayhew, Member of Parliament, to the
United Nations Economic and Social
Council on Wednesday, February 23, as
follows:

The years since the war have seen a g eat
ferment of ideas and social experiment in
Britain. We have set in train a great expan-
slon of education—including technical edu-
cation—a unique system of national insur=-
ance, linked with a comprehensive system of
industrial injury insurance and a complete
national health service, great plans for town
and country planning—

I pause to ask the Senator: Is not that
& program for town and country plan-
ning contained in the document which
the Senator has just read?

Mr, JENNER. Yes; of course.

Mr. DONNELL. I continue reading
from Mr. Mayhew’s statement:

And the reorganization of our key indus-
tries and services under public ownership.
Some have asked if we can afford all this,
They have missed the point that these de-
velopments are an integral part of our great
economic expansion.

Does not the Senator think that the
language and the sentiment expressed
both in the document he has read and
the statement of Mr. Mayhew are strik-
ingly similar?

Mr. JENNER. They are very similar,
This thing, Mr. President, is going on in
the shadow of the Capitol. From my
background I suppose I should be one of
the great give-away boys, because my
generation has not been a very happy
one. We came through one great world
war, and then we lived through an eco-
nomic catastrophe in this country for
about 10 years, and then our generation
ended up in the middle of a second world
war. So it would be easy enough for
people of my age and my understanding
to be numbered among the great give-
away boys.

But think of men circulating in this
very Senate Chamber to young boys like
the page to whom I referred telling 15~
year-old boys to try to go to England to
look over the great privileges offered by
that great Labor Government, under
which a man cannot work where he
pleases, under which he must obtain gov-
ernment permission to get a job, or to
change from one jobh to another—a coun-
try the government of which tells a man
where he shall live, how much he shall
pay for his quarters, what he may buy,
where he must line up to obtain almost
everything he needs and which issues a
man a $50 toupee paid for by the tax-
payers of the United States, and when
it is found that a $50 toupee is not good
enough, says “We will call back the $50
toupee and give you another one.” And
we in this country suffer heavy taxes to
pay for such damn foolishness.

Of course, Mr. President, I shall take
all the time I want to talk about these
things.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield to the Sen-
ator from Minnesota for a question?

Mr. JENNER. I yield for a question.

Mr, HUMPHREY. Inasmuch as an
organization with which I am affiliated
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and of which I serve as the active na-
tional chairman, has been brought up
for discussion on the floor of the Senate
I should like to ask a few questions per-
taining to the remarks of the distin-
guished Senator from Indiana. Did I
understand you to say that democracy
was nothing more or less than an organi-
zation of gangs?

Mr. JENNER. I said the type of gov-
ernment we are getting in this country
is organized gang rule. If you have the
biggest gang if you wield the biggest
political club, you are going to have the
biggest power. I say we are intended to
be and always were intended to be a rep-
resentative republic, and I hope and pray
to God that we do not degenerate into
having gang war and being dominated by
organized gangs. This organized gang
situation weighs on my mind. They
do not care what happens to America.
It is time somebody stood on the floor
of the Senate and denounced all gangs.
It is time somebody stood on the floor of
the Senate and stood for America regard-
less of his political future. What will
anyone’s political future amount to in
this body if we lose our freedom, if we
lose our liberty and if we lose the greatest
country under God’s sun. I am not go-
ing to have a part in bringing about such
loss.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield further to
the Senator from Minnesota for a ques-
tion?

Mr. JENNER. I yield for a question.
Mr. HUMPHREY. I was wondering
whether the Senator in discussing what
he calls the rule of gangs was again try-
ing to identify the rule of gangs with
the concept or principle of democracy.
I gathered that from his remarks.

Mr. JENNER. If you want to get into
what I think is a true definition of de-
mocracy, I will say true democracy exists
when the people themselves actually run
the government., That is not the inten-
tion of our Government. We did not
become this great Nation under a de-
mocracy. We became this great Nation
as a Republic in which the people exer-
cise the right of a free ballot, in which
the people of a district elect a Repre-
sentative to Congress who speaks for
them. If the people do not like their
Representative they can recall him. But
the idea of the people, the gangs, dictat-
ing the laws and the legislation is what I
am objecting to.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Am I to under-
stand——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield for a further
question?

Mr. JENNER. I yield to the Senator
from Minnesota for a question.

Mr. HUMPHREY. AmIto understand
that you are opposed to the people dic-
tating—using your words—the laws of
this country?

Mr, JENNER. Idonot wantthe people
as a gang dictating the laws. I want the
people to elect their representatives and
then let their representatives in Con-
gress speak and represent them as they
honestly think is best. If the people do
not agree with the thoughts of their
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representatives they have the right, in
the case of a Representative in Congress,
to recall him within 2 years; yes, even
sooner than that, because the primary
comes earlier in the year; and if the in-
dividual is a Senator the people can re-
call him at the end of his term.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield for a further
question?

Mr. JENNER. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I wonder whether
the Senator will find within his under-
standing of the term “democracy” such
basic freedoms as freedom of speech,
freedom of the press, freedom of religion,
freedom of assembly? Would you find
those factors——

Mr. JENNER. I find all those factors
incorporated under the Republic of this
country.

Mr. HUMPHREY. ' Does the Senator
find all those within his understanding
of the concept of democracy?

Mr. JENNER. I find all those incor-
porated, I answer the Senator again,
under the Constitution of the United
States, which created the Republic:

We, the people of the United States, in
order to form a more perfect—

Not democracy, but a more perfect re-
publie.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Will the Senator
yield for another question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield to the Sen-
ator from Minnesota for another ques-
tion?

Mr. JENNER. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is it not true that
the Constitution says “in order to form
a more perfect union?”

Mr. JENNER. That is correct.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Not a republic; a
more perfect union. :

., JENNER. In order to form a
more perfect union and in order to estab-
lish and retain this Republic.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is it not possible
for us to have a republic which is a struc-
ture and a form of government which
utilizes the procedures and the struc-
ural organization of government within
the spirit, within the concept of what
we call democracy?

Mr. JENNER. Not if organizations
such as the ADA, of which the distin-
guished Senator from Minnesota is the
national chairman, go around trying to
get young men 15 or 16 years old to go
to London, England, this summer and
study the great progress of the British
Labor Government. No; we will not
stand for that.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further ques-
tion?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. JENNER. I yield.

Mr, HUMPHREY. Am I to interpret
from the Senator’s remarks that he does
not believe that people ought to have
the privilege or ought to enjoy, let me
say, the opportunity to study forms of
government and political organization by
visiting our neighboring countries, our
allies?
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Mr. JENNER. Let me read again the
purpose ADA has:

ADA has held that what Britain is accom-
plishing may be one answer to the challenge
of communism. For here freedom and plan-
ning are essgntials of a mature and vigorous
democracy. Britain has lost none of her
democratic practices with the planning she
has had to do to rebuild. In fact, she has
added new privileges of citizenship with the
broadened participation required by her
health, housing, town and country plan-«
ning, and other soclal-welfare legislation.

I do not know what town and coun-
try planning means, but I was over there.
I visited some friends, a man and his
wife, who had a son and a daughter. It
came time to go to bed. There was
one bedroom. The little girl was about
15 years old. I said to my friends,
“Where do we sleep?” They said, “Well,
if you do not mind, you will have to
sleep with the children.” I, a grown
man, slept with a little girl 15 years old
and her brother, The mother and the
father slept in the other bed.

I said, “Why does this situation exist?”
They said, “Well, the city of Kirkcaldy,
Scotland owns this housing project, and
we have to live in a one-bedroom apart-
ment until Mary is 16 years of age. Then
the government will give us an additional
bedroom."” :

Mr, President, I do not want that kind
of a government, and I do not think it
is a good idea for the boys and girls of
this country to be spending their money
to go to England to see what broad ad-
ditional privileges the great socialistic
experiment has given the people of
England.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further question?

Mr. JENNER. I yield for a question.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is the Senator of
the mind that any government which
may be termed a labor government is
ipso facto undesirable and unworthy of
our consideration, our study, and our
concern? .

Mr. JENNER. What are you trying
to do, put me on the political spot? Are
you playing to the gangs again, young
man?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, may
I ask a further question?

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, I ask
that the rules of the Senate be observed.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask
for the regular order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
must admonish all Senators that they
are prohibited by the rules and by im-
memorial practice from addressing one
another in the second person.

Mr. WHERRY. I ask for the regular
order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regu-
lar order is that the Senator from Indi-
ana has the floor, and he has yielded to
the Senator from Minnesota for a ques-
tion.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr, JENNER. I yield to the Senator
from Missouri for a question only.

Mr. DONNELL., Would the Senator be
kind enough to read us the names, one
by one, of the other officers of ADA,
which he says are on the document?

Mr. JENNER. 1Ishall be glad to do so.
I read the name of the Senator from
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Minnesota [Mr. HompHREY ], the national
chairman. The other names are: Joseph
L. Rauh, Jr., chairman of the executive
committee; George Edwards; Hugh
Ernst; Paul A.Porter; Emil Rieve; Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt, Jr., vice chairman; Louis
H. Harris, treasurer; David Ginsburg,
Secretary, National Board; James Loeb,
Jr., national executive secretary; Mrs.
Frances Adams, study-frip director, 3720
Thirty-ninth St. NW., Washington, D. C.,
Woodley 1754; Fritz Mondale, executive
secretary, Students for Democratic Ac-
tion; and David Williams, director of the
London office,

Mr. DONNELL., Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further question?

Mr. JENNER, I yield for a guestion.

Mr. DONNELL. Iam wondering if the
Senator has any information as to
whether or not the David Williams men-
tioned is the labor member of Parliament
from the Neath Division of Glamorgan.

Mr. JENNER. It may appear in this
mimeograph circular, The circular was
handed fo me by one of the pages this
morning. It enraged me to think that
here in the Chamber of the United States
Senate, in this great free country, organ-
izations are stimulating young men and
women to go abroad to see the progress of
the socialistic experiment in England
which we as taxpayers are paying for
through the legislation which is before
us at this very moment.

Mr. DONNELL and Mr. HUMPHREY
addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield, and if so, to
whom?

Mr. JENNER. I yield to the Senator
from Missouri.

Mr., DONNELL. Does the Senator
know if Paul A. Porter, to whom reference
is made, is the same Paul A. Porter who
was formerly Deputy Administrator in
charge of the Rent Division of the Office
of Price Administration?

Mr. JENNER. I am not sure, but it
would be a natural connection, I should
say.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further inquiry?

Mr, JENNER. I am glad to yield for
8 question. "

Mr. DONNELL, Can the Senator tell
me whether or not the name as it ap-
pears on his document is “Paul A. Por-
ter”? T

Mr. JENNER. It is “Paul A. Porter.”

Mr. DONNELL. I thank the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Indiana yield to the Sen-
ator from Minnesota?

Mr. JENNER. I have read only the
first short paragraph, and I should like
to proceed and read some more of this
very interesting circular:

ADA's purpose in organizing a group of
its active members from all parts of the
United States for summer study In Britain
is to forge a stronger link between our two
great English-speaking democracies—

There is that word again—
as well as to give the participants an op-
portunity to study at first hand just what
have been the accomplishments of the Labor
Government since 1945.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further inquiry?
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Mr. JENNER. I yield for a question.
I should like to read a little more of
this, so that we may know what we are
discussing. I yield for one further
question,

Mr. DONNELL. Does the BSenator
know that Paul Aldermandt Porter,
whose name is listed in Who's Who in
America, was the campaign publicity di-
rector of the Democratic National Com-
mittee in 1944?

Mr. JENNER. No; but I would sur-
mise it.

I read further from the circular:

We believe that this summer will be par=
ticularly interesting in view of the planning
which will be going on for the general elec-
tions of 1950.

Transportation will be via planes which
have been procured at special student rates
by Youth Argosy, Inc., “an educational, phil-
anthropie, nonprofit making and tax-exempt
organization cooperating with mutually in=-
terested groups and individuals which exists
for the following purpose: To provide safe
and inexpensive transportation for all worthy
young people to the ends that they may find
friendships that will link youth with youth
the world over; may enjoy the educational
and cultural benefits of travel; and may come
to have a greater knowledge, understanding
and love of the world.,” Departure date will
probably be some time around the second
week in July. You will be advised as soon
as we have definite confirmation, as to date,
time, and point of departure.

The group will be composed of undergradu-
ate and graduate students who are affiliated
with BDA and persons past college years
who are active in civil, labor, religious, politi-
cal, and other community activities. All
members will be carefully selected and will
be required to present.a written report on
the summer program when they return in
Beptember.

The group will be provided with reading
lists and will be expected to study this source
material before they come to Washington or
New York for orientation. The orientation

will be given during 2 or § days
preceding the date of embarkation,

The orientation program will tackle the
dual job of (1) preparing the group for
England to help each member get the most
out of the experience, and (2) to help each
person be a more effective ambassador of
good will for the United States. To this end,
the group will meet with British people from
the Embassy, the British Information Serv-
ice, British newspaper offices, and others,
On point (2) the group will meet with
ADA and SDA officials as well as repre-
sentatives from the labor movement, from
the ECA and from Government agencies such
@as the Department of State and the Depart-
ment of Labor, which are particularly con-
cerned with projects of this nature. The
students will be expected to focus their own
projects and aims during this period of
orientation, and a syllabus containing the
kind of questions to which the summer
should provide the answers will be prepared.
The 8 weeks in England will be spent at
summer sessions of the Labor Party, Fablan
Boclety, Workers Education Association, and
Trade Unlons Congress,

Mr. President, I believe the Fablan
Society was originally organized by
George Bernard Shaw.,

Iread further:

In addition, there will be trips to industrial
and rural areas.

On arrival in England, there will be fur-
ther preparation and orientation before the
students go out to the summer sessions.
ADA's London representative will work out
seyeral seminar sessions where the group will
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meet Government, labor, and educational of-
ficlals who will help to guide them in their
studies, The group will be housed in Lon-
don on a low-cost basis, and headquarters
will be maintained during the 8-week period
80 that those who are not out at sessions will
have a home base in London.

Following is an estimated cost for the
project.

Then it goes on to tell about the pro-
gram in England and about the Fabian
schools that will help them study, and
about the Labor Party schools, the
League of Youth Rally, the Workers Edu-
cation Association, and the Trade Unions
Conference. Mr, President, I should like
to have this circular printed at this point
in the REcorD, as a part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the circular
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

ADA has a deep and sympathetic interest
in the program of Britain's Labor Govern-
ment. ADA has held that what Britain is
accomplishing may be one answer to the
challenge of communism. For here freedom
and planning are essentials of a mature and
vigorous democracy. Britain has lost none
of her democratic practices with the planning
she has had to do to rebuild. In fact she
has added new privileges of citizenship with
the broadened participation required by her
health, housing, town, and country planning
and other soclal welfare legislation.

ADA's purpose in organizing a group of its

- pctive members from all parts of the United

States for summer study in Britain is to
forge a stronger link between our two great
English-speaking democracies as well as to
give the participants an opportunity to study
at first hand just what have been the ac-
complishments of the Labor Government
since 1945. We believe that this summer will
be particularly interesting In view of the
plannint which will be going on for the
general elections of 1850.

Transportation will be via planes which
have been procured at special student rates
by Youth Argosy, Inc., an educational, phil-
anthropic, nonprofit making and tax-exempt
organization cooperating with mutually in-
terested groups and individuals which ex-
ists for the following purpose: to provide
safe and inexpensive transportation for all
worthy young pecple to the ends that they
may find friendships that will link youth
with youth the world over; may enjoy the
educational and cultural benefits of travel;
and may come to have a greater knowledge,
understanding and love of the world., De-
parture date will probably be sometime
around the second week in July. You will
be advised as soon as we have deflnite con-
firmation, as to date, tlme, and point of
departure.

The group will be composed of under-
graduate and graduate students who are
affiilated with SDA and persons past college
years who are active in civie, labor, religious,
political, and other community activities, All
members will be carefully selected and will
be required to present a written report on
the summer program when they return in
Beptember,

The group will be provided with reading
lsts and will be expected to study this source
material before they come to Washington or
New York for orientation. The orientation
program will be given during 2 or 3 days
preceding the date of embarkation.

The orientation program will tackle the
dual job of (1) preparing the group for
England to help each member get the most
out of the experience, and (2) to help each
person be a more effective ambassador of
goodwill for the United States. To this end,
the group will meet with British people from
the Embassy, the British Information Serv-
ice, British newspaper offices and others, On
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point (2), the group will meet with ADA
and SDA officials as well as representatives
from the labor movement, from the ECA and
from Government agencles such as the De-
partment of State and the Department of
Labor, which are particularly concerned with
projects of this nature. The students will be
expected to focus their own projects and aims
during this period of orlentation, and a sylla-
bus containing the kind of questions to which
the summer should provide the answers will
be prepared.

The 8 weeks in England will be spent
at summer sessions of the Labor Party,
Fablan Scciety, Workers Education Assocla=
tion and Trade Unions Congress. In addi-
tion, there will be trips to industrial and
rural areas.

On arrival in England, there will be fur-
ther preparation and orientation before the
students go out to the summer sessions.
ADA’s London representative will work out
several seminar sessions where the group will
meet government, labor, and educational of-
ficlals who will help to gulde them in their
studies. The group will be housed in London
on & low cost basis, and headquarters will
be maintained during the 8-week period so
that those who are not out at sessions will
have a home base in London.

Following is an estimated budget for the
project. It is understood that this represents
the most accurate estimate possible, but
should living costs in England exceed the
amount, members of the group will be re-
quired to pay any additional costs. On the
other hand, should costs be lower than esti-
mated (and we have tried to make maximum
allowance for all items) the saving will be
refunded at the end of the trip.

Each member of the group will be required
to pay $640 before leaving the United States.
This will cover the following budget:

Round trip flight via Youth Argosy
PIANAE it B ot e e o $379
8 weeks' lodging (this will include
board, room, and tuition at school
sessions, and board and room in Lon-
don and visits to other parts of

England) 240
Registration and leadership fee (not re-
turnable in case of cancellation for
reasons beyond our control) - ceee--- 21
bRl s e e s 640
To be noted:

1. This does not include train fares In
England and other out-of-pocket expenses.
These will vary depending on the program
selected by student.

2. A small number of students may defray
a portion of their expenses as much as 850
weekly by electing a week of work in harvest
camps.

3. Persons who wish to spend 1 or 2 weeks
of the time on the continent will be re-
funded the amount which is not used for
board and room in England.

4, Low-cost accommodations will be ar-
ranged for the 2- or 3-day Washington or New
York orientation period and are not included
in this budget.

5. Each person making the trip will be re-
guired to make his own arrangements for the
Tollowing:

(a) Trip to orientation headquarters.

(b) Passport and visas.

(e¢) Vaccination and innoculation.

(d) Insurance.

PROGRAM IN ENGLAND

Each member of the group has the oppor-
tunity to make his own program insofar as is
practical. Sometimes he will have to accept
his second and third choices, but his wishes
will be our guide In planning his summer
program. He may elect the number and type
of summer sessions, amount of time to be
spent in London, or in the fleld, or any com-
bination thereof. He may also elect harvest
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camps, visits to Birmingham, Manchester,
mining, and rural areas.

LONDON

London will be headquarters, and there will
be a program including visits to Government
ministries, the Parliament (insofar as cir-
cumstances permit) conferences, housing
projects, communty centers, and other activ-
itles including a recreational and cultural
program.,

FABIAN SCHOOLS (FROM THE FABIAN APPLICA-
TION FOLDER FOR 1949)

Ever since the early days of Bernard Shaw
and Sidney Webb, the annual summer schools
of the Fablan Society have been a special
feature in the calendar of the British labor
movement. What happens at a Fabian
summer school? You will find a hundred
or so Fabians in a large house in the coun-
try, at Cirencester in Gloucestershire, or
Beatrice Webb House, near Dorking, in Sur-
rey. At the Beatrice Webb House there will
be a lecture each morning by some clebrity,
such as a Member of Parliament. After
Iunch you can swim, play tennis, walk, talk,
or sleep. After tea there are discussion
groups which you can join or not, according
to your fancy. After supper there may be a
debate or brains trust or dancing or a visit
to the local pub. At Cirencester the pro-
gram will be simlilar, but there will be more
study-group perlods instead of lectures.
There is great wvalue in the Informal dis-
cussions which are encouraged by the free
and friendly atmosphere of the schools. You
could not find a better introduction to the
PBritish labor movement than a week spent
at a Fablan summer school. If you would
like to spend one or more weeks at a Fablan
summer school you would be nrade very
welcome. -

The Fabian Society will be holding five
schools in 1849. Three weeks will be spent
at the Beatrice Webb House, Pasture Wood,
near Dorking, Surrey, in lovely wooded coun-
try. At the first week (July 23-30) the lec-
tures will deal mainly with the Labor Party
election program for 1950; at the second
(July 30-August 6) the lectures will cover
a variety of home and international subjects;
and the third (August 6-13) will be devoted
to international, including commonwealth,
affairs.

Two weeks will be spent at the Royal Agri-
cultural College, Cirencester, in the famous
Cotswold country. Here the study-group
method will be applied first to Labor’s
Election Program (August 13-20) and then
to the problems of Sociallsm and the In-
dividual (August 20-27).

LABOR PARTY SCHOOLS (FROM 1849 FOLDER)

The 1949 serles of mnational summer
schools, the last before the general elec-
tion, will be held at the centers:

Oulton Hall Hotel, Clacton-on-Sea, from
June 11 to 25; at St. John's College, University
of Durham, from July 2 to 16; and at Beatrice
Webb House, Leith Hill, Surrey, from August
27 to September 17.

Key workers are given valuable training
and experience to fit them for competent
and responsible leadership in their lodal
parties and trade-union branches. This
year the approach of the general election
lends a new perspective to our educational
activities and makes it more vital than ever
for the party to have as many active and
well-informed members as possible,

The educational program: At each of the
schools there will be a number of general
lectures by authoritative speakers including
members of the Government and the na-
tional executive committee. In addition,
students will be divided into groups to make
a more detalled study of particular sub-
jects under the guidance of expert tutors.

At Durham and Beatrice Webb House,
there will be courses in local government as
well as the general-election program, and
electoral organization and publicity.
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A fourth subject, International Policy,
will be avallable at Beatrice Webb House
during the 2 weeks beginning August 27
and September 3.

Soclal and recreational activities: These
activities are a most Important feature of
the summer-school program, and full advan-
tage will be taken of the excellent facllities
provided at the varlous centers. Students
are encouraged to make their own program
of entertainment durlng the week and are
asked to come prepared with suggestions and
to take active part in the social arrange-
ments.

LEAGUE OF YOUTH RALLY (FROM 1949 FOLDER)

This will be a get-together for the youth
division of the Labor Party. Classes will be
arranged on home policy, international af-
falrs, and local government as well as indi-
vidual lectures on topical subjects. There
will be classes in public speaking, as well as
the finals of the national contest,

This will be the first annual rally of the
Labor League of Youth at Butlin's holiday
camp at Filey, Yorkshire, for 1 week, from
September 17-24, 1049.

WORKERS EDUCATION ASSOCIATION

A joint committee representing labor and
academic thinking have made plans for a
series of summer sessions to be held at sev-
eral universities. WEA courses deal with a
variety of subjects, some aimed directly at
labor education, others of a cultural nature,
and others with emphasls on contemporary
affairs,

TRADE-UNIONS CONFERENCE

TUC schools are particularly concerned
with labor problems, labor law, and other
areas of particular interest to the trade-
union member, This summer’s sessions will
also take up organized labor's part in the
election program for 1950.

HARVEST CAMPS

The British have organized camps where
participants help with the harvest. There
18 opportunity to see life in rural areas, as
well as to earn something toward the trip.

INDEPENDENT FPROJECTS

To provide for persons who would like to
make other plans for housing and study in
England but whose general purposes are in
keeping with those of the group, a limited
number of students with thelr own project
plans will be permitted to join the group.
Each of these students will be required to
submit a detailed project plan which must
be approved by the selectlons committee.
Cost for these students will be air fare plus
reglstration fee.

ABOUT THE DIRECTOR

The project director attended summer
echools in Britain last year and was so en-
thusiastic about them and about the Labor
Government's program, that she proposed
making such a trip possible for other ADA
members at as low a cost as possible.

Mrs. Adams 18 a graduate of the University
of Minnescta. After a stint as director of
research for a Chicago advertising agency, she
and her husband went to Mexico. Later they
worked in Ecuador where Mrs. Adams was
radio representative for Nelson Rockefeller's
Office of Inter-American Affairs. As consult-
ant to the Inter-American Institute of Edu-
catlon, she organized special educational proj-
ects, and was also active on the coordination
committee which was charged with respon-
sibility for inter-American cultural exchange
including exchange of persons. She is par-
ticularly interested in the exchange of peo-
ples between nations as a means of bullding
international understanding, and as a mem-
ber of ADA believes that there should be
more exchange of like-minded liberals
throughout the world.

At present, she is active in the Washington
chapter of Americans for Democratic Action
as well as In other community activities,
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Last summer she was recreation director
(also assisting with orientation and evalua-
tion) on the Tabinta and Volendam student
ehips.

ADA study trip to Britain, summer
1049, auspices of Americans for
Democratic Action, Washington,
D. C., Hubert H. Humphrey, na=-
tional chairman; Joseph L. Rauh,
Jr., chairman, executive commit-
tee; George Edwards; Hugo Ernst;
Paul A. Porter; Emil Rieve; Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt, Jr., vice chair-
man; Louis H. Harris, treasurer;
David Ginsburg, secretary, na-
tional board; James Loeb, Jr., na-
tlonal executive secretary; Mrs,
Frances Adams, study trip direc-
tor; Fritz Mondale, executive sec-
retary, Students for Democratic
Actlon; David Williams, director,
London Office.

Mr, JENNER. Mr. President, again I
wish to apologize. I did not intend to
take more than a moment of the time
of the Senate. But when this matter
came to my attention this morning, I
thought it sufficiently important to be
presented to the Senate so that every
Member of the Senate could know what
is going on.

Mr. President, when we take all these

posals and add them together, the
tal is staggering. So I come back to
my original proposition. I do not think
it is possible to separate the Marshall
plan from the North Atlantic Pact, from
the other proposed pacts, from our great
domestic problems, from the projected
Fair Deal, from our already-existing cost
of government. In other words, regard-
less of how beneficial or how good all
these proposals may be, we come back
to the one question which we must
ask ourselves, namely, Can America
afford it?

It is my belief that when we connect
the programs of the ADA with the forth-
coming agricultural program and the
other proposals, we shall be staggered by
the total. Apropos of the forthcoming
agricultural program, Mr, President, let
me say that I understand from a news
article in regard to Secretary of Agri-
culture Brannan that today or perhaps
tomorrow the story is to break about the
forthcoming agricultural program. At
the present time we do not know what
it will be; it is very “hush-hush.” But
I am sure that when it comes to us there
will be a great deal of favorable propa-
ganda about it, both in the columns of
the press and over the airwaves, and
America will be “sold” overnight on the
proposition that “This is it.”

However, Mr. President, I venture to
hazard the guess that, in line with the
fdeas of Socialist-minded persons who
now are connected with our Government,
the new agricultural program, as it is
to be proposed, will tell the American
farmer, “We will give you perhaps 100
percent of parity; but in exchange for
that you are going to let the planners
and the bureaucrats in Washington tell
you how much you will plant, where you
will plant, how much you will sell your
crops for, and what you can grow on your
own farm.”

I say again that all such proposals
cannot be separated from the considera-
tion of the measure now before us, be-
cause the quicker we drag down our
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economy the easler it will be for the
Socialists and Communists, if we wish to
say so, to fish in our troubled waters.
Mr. President, we have had troubled
waters before, and we shall have them
again. Dr. Nourse has told us now that
there is a limit to the aid we can give.
The distinguished Senator from Georgia
[Mr. GeorGe] has told us that there is
a limit to what we can do. The time
I have taken on the floor of the Senate,
Mr. President, I have taken knowing that
I would be laughed at and ridiculed and

knowing that I was in a hopeless minor- .

ity, but I have taken it because I know
in the bottom of my heart that the future
hope and future peace of the world are
based only on the possibility of the pres-
ervation of a solid, strong, free America,
not on any British labor socialism or any
socialism anywhere or fascism or nazism
or communism or anything else.

In closing, Mr. President, I wish to say
that the newspapers reported that at
the signing of the North Atlantic Pact—
this item strikes me as rather humor-
ous—the Marine Band played I Got
Plenty of Nothing, and that the great
Marine Band also selected for another
one of its numbers a piece entitled “It
Ain’t Necessarily So.” Mr. President, 1
should like to know whether the playing
of those numbers had some subtle con-
nection with the bill now pending before
us—the bill for the extension of Euro-
pean aid. Is the significance of those
selections by the Marine Band on that
occasion clear? It is not clear to me,
Does the playing of the number I Got
Plenty of Nothing mean that we are
getting nothing in return for our aid to
Europe, or does the playing of It Ain't
Necessarily So refer to the jumbled in-
formation and double-talk we have re-
ceived from the administration when we
have asked for clarification and enlight-
enment?

In regard to the particular piece of
legislation now before the Senate, Mr.
President, if anyone could give us the as-
surance that at the end of its projected
period it would have accomplished the
things which it has been intended to ac-
complish; namely, the feeding of hungry
people, the stopping of the spread of
Communism, and the aiding of world
peace, and if we could be assured that at
the end of the 4-year projected period we
would not have to continue to finance the
deficit budgets of the countries of Europe
and to finance socialistic experiments in
England, we might feel differently about
the requests which are being made of us.
But after all, Mr. President, we have
many people in our own country who
need free hearing aids and free false
teeth and free babies, and who would like
to have free hospitalization; and some of
them who happen to be unfortunate
enough to have bald heads, no doubt,
would like to have good toupees to keep
them warm. Certainly the American
people would like to have those things.
We also have a school problem which we
must face. We have the problem of the
depletion of our own natural resources,
which we must face. Secretary Krug
says we are now a have-not Nation in
respect to zinc, lead, copper, and oil; and
he recommends the immediate expendi-
ture of $12,000,000,000 to bring our na=-
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tural resources up, in order to preserve
our position in regard to national defense.

Mr, President, I honestly do not think
we can do all these things all over the
world and do all the things which are
required here at home and not destroy
the freedoms of liberties of our great Na-
tion and not black out for 100 years to
come the peace and the hope of the world,
which must be maintained if we are to
live in peace and be a prosperous and
happy people.

THE FARM PRICE-SUPPORT PROGRAM

Mr. ATKEN, Mr. President, this morn-
ing Secretary of Agriculture Brannan
appeared before a joint meeting of the
Senate and House Agricultural Commit-
tees and set forth the Department of
Agriculture’s recommendations for a
farm price-support program.

Mr. President, before I go further, I
wish to say that I regard Secretary Bran-
nan as a sincere, conscientious publie
servant. I do not in any way regard him
as socialistic, and I would resent any
implication that he falls within that cate-
gory, any more than a good many persons
who sometimes disagree with the great
corporate interests of America should be
classified as such. But this morning I
find that I have to be critical of some of
the recommendations which he made be-
fore the joint meeting of the Committees
on Agriculture; and in doing so I am
critical not only of a public servant who
performs his duty as he thinks it should
be performed, but of a personal friend,
as well,

The recommendations of the Secretary
merit the careful study of the Congress.
With the objectives outlined in the rec-
ommended program there can be little
dissent. We all want to prevent depres-
sion. We all want to maintain a farm
production that will build markets and
maintain employment. We all want
stable high-level farm prices and rea-
sonable prices to consumers. We all
want to maintain our agricultural re-
sources. We all want to maintain ade-
quate reserves of goods which will pro-
tect the national security in event of
crop failure; and we all want to safe-
guard our rural economic strength and
stabilize the rural community.

No, it is not the objectives announced
by the Secretary, with which we may
dissent. It is the means which the Sec-
retary proposes for attaining these ob-
Jectives that should be carefully studied.

Most of the recommendations of the
Becretary appear to be simply the provi-
sions of the Agricultural Act of 1948 in a
new dress. Stated briefly, the Secre-
tary’s proposals contain four radical de-
partures from the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Act of 1948.

One is the requirement that each
farmer adopt minimum and sound soil-
conservation practices in order to qualify
for supports.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. AIEEN. I would rather yield
when I get through. I shall take only
about 10 minutes in the presentation of
my speech.

The second radical departure from the
1948 act is that supports are limited to
the production of approximately $20,000
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worth of commodities on each farm, and
will not apply to commodities produced
in excess of that amount.

The third departure is that the
new recommendations provide for what
amounts to 100 percent of parity support
for 10 major commodities. The fourth
is that the income support standard for-
mula veers somewhat from the parity
concept as we have known it, but comes
out with about the same commodity price
figures as under the parity formula in the
1948 act. Therefore it may or may not
prove to be a considerable departure
from the standards which have already
been approved by the Congress.

The direct effect of these four recom-
mendations, if they are adopted, would
be far-reaching Government control
over the Nation’s agriculture.

The recommendation for making pay-
ments to farmers as an alternative for
purchasing or loaning on the crop is
already contained in the 1848 act. This
method of supporting prices, if used care-
fully, will permit consumers to benefit
from bountiful crops and low prices
without unduly penalizing the producer
or the taxpayer.

The encouragement which the Secre-
tary gives to an increased animal indus-
try as a means of raising dietary levels
ana disposing of surplus grain meets
with my full approval. This, too, simply
accords with the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Act of 1948.

The proposal to put supports on an in-
come rather than a commodity pricing
basis also is set forth in the 1948 act.

This means for determining what par-
ity of income for farmers should be was
not available at the time the 1948 law was
written. There was incorporated in the
1948 law a definition of parity income.

Although this definition had no sub-
stantive value at the time, it was intended
as a directive to the Bureau of Agricul-
tural Economics to seek a method by
which parity of farm income might be
determined.

The Secretary has now recommended
such a formula to the Congress.

I have had time to give this proposed
formula only cursory study. Certainly,
we need to get away completelr from the
old type parity formula which gave
definite advantages to the producers of
certain commodities while keeping others
at a disadvantage.

While I believe that the modernized
parity formula provided in the 1948 act
goes a long way in overcoming that diffi-
culty, yet it is possible that the formula
now proposed by the Secretary will not
only provide a means for arriving at an
equitable determination of parity income
but also a fair determination of com-
modity prices as well.

I want to point out, however, that the
income-support standard embodied in
the formula proposed by the Secretary
varies but little from the parity prices as
figured under the modernized parity
formula in the Agricultural Act of 1948.
I shall give a few examples: The “income
support standard,” as the Secretary calls
it, for corn, is $1.46 a bushel; under the
Agricultural Act of 1948, the parity price
would be $1.45 a bushel. The income-
support standard for cotton would be
27,99 cents a pound; the parity price
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under the 1948 act would be 27.3 cents
a pound. And so on. There is almost
no difference at all. Barley comes out
the same, $1.22 a bushel, no matter how
it is figured. So it may b~ that this new
proposal of the Secretary will be found
to be an improvement, or it may be that
it will not be found to be an improve-
ment.

But the basie difference of opinion he-
tween those who believe in high rigid
support prices coupled with Government
controis, and those who believe in more

-moderate support prices and freedom of

action for the farmer has not been
cleared away by the Secretary’s recom-
mendations,

In spite of all the camcuflage and
avoidance of customary phrases and
wording, the fact is that the recommen-
dations of Secretary Brannan in the final
analysis follow closely the high rigid sup-
port levels for the more important agri-
cultural commodities and provide for far
more rigid Federal controls over our
farms than we have ever had up to this
time.

The Secretary proposes 100 percent
support for wheat, corn, cotton, tobacco,
milk, hogs, eggs, chickens, beef cattle,
and lambs,

I agree with this regrouping of com-
modities in accordance with their im-
portance, but I cannot agree with the
recommendation that the Government
guarantee what amounts to a fully satis-
factory income to the producers of these
commodities.

The proposal incorporated in the 1948
act that a support price guarantee should
be such as to insure the farmer against
disastrous price declines, while leaving
him as free as possible to exercise his own
initiative, would be done away with if
the Secretary’s recommendations are ap-
proved and put into effect.

Under the proposals of the Secretary,
the farmer is required to comply with
certain stringent conditions in order to
receive the guaranteed income support.

These conditions would convey to the
Federal Government much more com-
plete control over the Nation's 6,000,000
farms than there has ever been before.

The Agricultural Act of 1948 permits
the Secretary to require farmers to com-
ply with acreage allotments and market-
ing methods and even marketing quotas
as a last resort when voted by the farm-
ers themselves.

The new proposals, made this morn-
ing, go much further than this and re-
quire the farmer to comply with the ob-
servance of—and I quote from the Sec-
retary’s statement—“minimum and
sound soil-conservation practices.” This
means not only compliance with market-
ing regulations, but also requires him to
use all his land in such a manner as may
be approved by Federal officials.

This is a very high price to pay for a
guaranteed income.

Furthermore, the requirement that the
farmer must observe minimum and
sound soil-conservation practices, as de-
fined by Federal officials, might mean
that while government undertakes to
guarantee a farm income, it also assumes
authority for directing how part of such
income shall be spent.
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The immediate effect of the approval
of the Secretary’s support-price program
would be to put wheat, cotton, tobacco,
corn, and small grains under complete
and continuing controls; also the land
which is taken out of production of such
commodities.

After the program has been in effect a
short time, controls would have to be ex-
tended to hogs, chickens, beef, lamb,
pork, and dairy products. It would be a
confrolled economy with a vengeance.

We may have to come to it some day,
but the fact remains that America today
is far and away the greatest food-pro-
ducing nation on earth and this enviable
position has been reached through free-
dom to think and act on the part of the
American farmer,

One weakness of the Secretary’s rec-
ommendations is also found in the Agri-
cultural Act of 1948,

Comprehensive means of supporting
perishable and most of the nonbasic
commodities are lacking in the new pro-
posals,

The Secretary’s recommendations, like
the 1948 act, leave it optional to the Sec-
retary, with such means as may be pro-
vided him by the Congress to support the
price of these nonbasic commodities,
from nothing at all up to 90 percent of
parity or 100 percent of the income-
support level—whichever you choose to
call it.

Finally, we are confronted with the
stark reality that the level at which sup-
port prices of agricultural commodities
or farm income is fixed is a fundamental
issue not only of economics, but of phi-
losophy of government as well.

The level of support is a powerful force
which can be used either to weaken or
encourage farm initiative and individual
resourcefulness,

A program to assure a high fixed
standard of income could not stop on the
farm.

If government undertakes to guar-
antee a satisfactory income to the pro-
ducers of farm commodities, can we,
with a clear conscience, deny the same
guarantee of satisfactory income to
other groups of our population? Where
can we stop?

Admitting a definite and serious trend
toward state controls throughout the
world, it is, nevertheless, unmistakably
clear that those nations which have re-
sisted centralized government control are
the most prosperous and happiest na-
tions.

AsIhave stated, I agree with the major
objectives for American agriculture as
set forth by the Secretary, but I cannot
agree that such objectives should be ob-
tained at the price of a governmental
guardianship over the 6,000,000 farm
families of America.

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. AIKEN. I yield for a question.

Mr. CAIN. Is it true that the Sec-
retary’'s recommendations cannot be-
come effective unless they are approved
by legislation of the Congress?

Mr, AIKEN. That is true; they can-
not.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp a
copy of an address which I delivered at a
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farm forum in Minneapolis on March 10,
1949, which develops considerably fur-
ther my reason for being critical of cer-
tain points in the recommendations
made by the Secretary of Agriculture.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

Although I will discuss primarily the farm
support price program today I do not want
you to get the idea that I think a support-
price program in itself constitutes a complete
or well-rounded farm program for America.

Our aim should be to work out such a pro-
gram that will minimize the need for price
supports. Continuous research particularly
in the fleld of distribution and marketing is
needed. The development of marketing
agreements and cooperative management,
‘ coordination of soil-conservation and soil-
building programs, promotion of congenial
surroundings for the farm home, & high level
of diet among consumers, and fitting Ameri-
can agriculture into the world picture are
all factors that enter into the programing of
a healthy agricultural economy.

Rather than look upon price supports as a
means of providing a Government market for
farm commodities and the return of perfectly
satisfactory prices to the producer I prefer to
consider the support program as a means of
providing consumers and Industrial proces-
sors of an adequate supply of food and fiber,
while insuring the farmer that he will not
be courting disaster if he meets the needs of
his country and a little bit more.

Our goal should be a fair price in the mar-
ket place with a maximum degree of inde-
pendence for the farmer in achleving this
goal.

During the war and the years that have
elapsed since the surrender of Japan in Au-
gust 1945 our farmers have literally per-
formed miracles of production. Under well-
nigh perfect growing conditions farm prices
and incomes have reached an all-time high.
Industrial profits and the earnings of labor
have also set new records. So has our na-
tional debt.

It was with the realization that wartime
prices and incomes could not go on forever
that in July 1947 both Houses of Congress
authorized their Committees on Agriculture
to make a study of the trends and needs of
agriculture. The result of this study was the
enactment of the Agricultural Act of 1948.

Frankly the House and Senate committees
did not see eye to eye and it was only in the
closing hours of the Eightieth Congress that
a compromise agreement was reached which

tted a permanent price-support pro-
gram to be placed on the statutes.

The House part of the act provides for a
90 percent of parity support for the six basic
and a few selected nonbasic commodities
for the year 1949. The Senate bill is to go
into effect on January 1, 1950, and is based
on the major provisions of & new parity
formula and a flexible range of price sup-
ports for all commodities. The Senate bill
was supported by the three major farm or-
ganizations and the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture. Since the enactment
of the law the Farmers Union has officially
shifted its position in favor of higher levels
of support.

Since at the present time a strong effort
is being made to discredit the long-range
provisions of the act, I welcome the oppor-
tunity to speak here and hope I may clear up
some of the misunderstanding in regard to it.

There are some people who are opposed to
any farm support program at all,

Those who believe in support prices are
divided Into two schools of thought. One
group wants high, rigid supports. This group
is making its principal appeal to the pro-
ducers of cotton, tobacco, peanuts, and
wheat. They express a willingness to accept
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controls if necessary in order to get these
high prices.

The other group endorses a flexible sup-
port-price program and is generally opposed
to Government controls.

I am willing to assume whatever responsi-
bility goes with identifying myself with the
flexible-support school of thought. Iam un=-
alterably opposed to Government production
controls, except in emergencies, for reasons
which I will soon make clear.

L have no quarrel with those who advocate
a 100-percent Government-guaranteed in-
come for farmers, but personally I do not
want to obtain such income at the price
which their proposal would require us to pay.
Allotments, guotas, controls, and penalties
should be exercised only as a last resort and
not be permitted to become the regular
order.

If 100-percent-of-parity Income guaran-
teed by the Government is the objective,
then those who want this signed, sealed, and
delivered guaranty should no longer beat
around the bush, but should come right out
in the open for a Government-controlled
agricultural economy. In no other way can
a 100-percent guaranty of price to farmers be
made to work.

1, for one, do not want to see a controlled
agricultural economy in which our responsi-
bilities and our destiny as farmers are sur-
rendered to the Federal Government. I want
our people—and particularly our farmers—
to have the fullest opportunity to exercise
their initiative, manage their farms, and
think and plan for themselves.

That s the reason I am opposed to a fixed,
rigid guaranty of price for agricultural com-
modities in peacetime.

Above all else, I cannot believe it wise nor
democratic to put the farmer in the position
where his work is laid out for him and his
efforts are directed by agents of the Federal
Government, except on an emergency basis,

To presume that equality of income can be
satisfactorily achieved by a federally con-
trolled economy is to presume that all men
holding positions in Government are capa-
ble, fair, and honest. Unfortunately, men in
Government are subject to the same weak-
nesses as men out of Government.

The power to direct American agriculture
also carries the power to dominate, and, in
spite of the esteem in which I hold most
of the officials of the Department of Agri-
culture today, I would rather trust the fu-
ture to the combined judgment and coop-
erative effort of the 6,000,000 farm familles
of America than to a few men who might
some day yield to the desire for more power
or perscnal glory.

We are confronted with the stark reality
that the level at which support prices of
agricultural commodities is fixed is a fun-
damental issue today not only of economics
but of philosophy of government. The
level of price support is a powerful force
which can be used either to weaken or en-
courage farm initiative and individual re-
sourcefulness,

From this fulecrum of price support, the
lever of control can operate to sway the des-
tiny of our farm people.

It has been my belief, and it still is, that

the support level for farm commodities

should be just below a fair market price,
thereby providing incentives for the develop-
ment of new uses and markets, and for the
conversion of erop production which will pre-
vent the accumulation of burdensome sur-
pluses or undesirable shortages. That is the
reason T insisted upon giving to the Secre=
tary of Agriculture a flexible range within
which he can fix support levels.

One of the major provisions of the Agri-
cultural Act of 1948 is a new parity formula.
This formula is intended to correct inequi-
ties in the price relationship between agri-
cultural commodities,
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The original formula has become so badly
outmoded that it 1s used for only about 40
out of 150 farm commodities today,

For instance, wheat growers know that
there is a nice profit in producing wheat at
80 percent of parity, while dairymen know
that 90 percent as computed under the old
formula scarcely represents the break-even
point in the production of dairy products,

By using a new formula which refiects con-
ditions which have prevailed during the lat-
est 10 years, each commodity is put more
nearly in the proper relationship to all
others.

The parity value of asll agricultural com-
modities combined remains the same under
the new formula as it was under the old
formula which will go out of use on January
1, 1950. It is only the relationship between
commodities that changes,

As a result of using this modernized form=-
ula which was endorsed by the major farm
organizations and the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, there will be a drop in
the parity price of grain and an increase in
the parity prices of dairy products, meat
products, wool, poultry products, flax, soy-
beans, and others.

The end result of this change in the parity
formula should be to encourage the market-
ing of a greater part of our grain crop in the
form of animal products.

The effect of this will be to place the
American consumer on a higher dietary level,
to provide greater employment both on and
off the farm, to encourage a greater produc-
tion of soil-building commodities and to pro-
vide a far wider market for grain than would
be the case If it were marketed in the form of
cereal rather than animal products.

The time has come when the grain pro-
ducer must look to expanding his market in
the United States rather than to foreign
:lountrles as an outlet for his surplus produc-

on.

The framers of the Agricultural Act of 1948
believed that an increased animal industry
in America would definitely improve not only
our entire national and agricultural economy
but would expand the grain market faster
than any other means except, of course, the
dellvery of our surplus to foreign countries
at our own expense.

I now wish to discuss the reports that the
new law will reduce price support to 60 per-
cent of parity.

The Agricultural Act of 1948 provides mini-
mum levels at which the six basic crops—
corn, wheat, cotton, peanuts, rice, and to-
bacco must be supported. These minimums
are based on the total supply of the commod-
ity according to a formula incorporated in
the act. Theoretically, supports might have
a 60- to 90-percent range. Actually, this
could not happen.

Although the act puts full emphasis on the
avoidance of controls it does require that
gquotas must be voted upon whenever the
total supply of a basic commodity reaches a
certaln percentage above a normal supply.
In the case of wheat this 1s 120 percent.
Whenever quotas are in effect a 20-percent
premium is added to the support price.

If the producers of wheat vote for quotas
when the supply reaches 120 percent of nor-
mal, the minimum support level would be
78 percent, The Secretary must then fix the
actual support level somewhere between T8
and 90 percent unless the national security
needs make a higher level necessary to get
production.

In no case could the minimum support
price of a basic commodity drop below 72
percent when quotas are in effect.

This is quite different from the 60-percent
figure which has been so freely reported as
the support level which would prevail. To
assume even a T2-percent support is to as-
sume that the Secretary would give the
farmer the worst possible deal under the act.
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The Secretary at all times has full author-
ity to maintain a support level of 90 percent
if in his opinion circumstances warrant it.

I have a great deal of confldence in our
present Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Bran=-
nan, I feel that he will use the discretionary
powers of this act wisely, nor can I conceive
any future Secretary using this act to glve
farmers the lowest permissible income.

The law does not fix a minimum support
level for the 150 nonbasic commodities, but
it was made clear on the floor of the Senate
that the Secretary of Agriculture Is expected
to support the price of those nonbasic com-
modities which correspond closely to the so-
called Steagall commodities such as dairy
products, poultry, hogs, beef, and soybeans,
at approximately the same level as the basic
commodities are supported. For other more
perishable crops the Secretary is authorized
to support the price from nothing up to 90
percent.

After all, why should we put all emphasis
on supporting the prices of a few basic crops
when several nonbasic commodities are even
more important in terms of farm and na-
tional income?

An amendment adopted on the floor of the
Senate provides that potatoes shall be sup=-
ported at from 60 to 90 percent of parity.

Another amendment provides that wool
shall be supported at a level that will induce
the production of 360,000,000 pounds of shorn
wool annually, This will doubtless mean 0
percent support for a few years at least,

Iot us look now at the theory that high
price supports and controls mean high in-
comes. This theory is untenable. High sup-
port levels involving reduced acreage do not
necessarily increase or even maintain farm
income. In fact, the result of quotas and
controls will more likely be reduced incomes,

As acreage is reduced, the cost of produe-
ing a bushel of wheat or corn or other grains
increases in proportion to the acreage taken
out of production.

In this age of mechanized farming, with
its high investment in tractors, harvesters,
combines, storage bins, and other equipment
and facilities, a large part of the cost of pro-
duction is represented by fixed costs such
as interest, taxes, repairs, depreciation, ete.
These costs remain about the same regard-
less of the acreage planted.

The United States Department of Agri-
culture has worked out some very signifi-
cant cost and income figures showing that
on a farm of 605 acres, of which 276 is nor-
mally planted to wheat, that when acreage
is cut 25 percent, the operating costs of the
farm are reduced only 10 percent.

These Department figures show that a
normal planting of wheat, selling for $1.556
per bushel, will return a greater farm in-
come than If the acreage planted is reduced
25 percent and the crop sold at $2 per bushel.

This year's experience with high, rigid
price supports is going to be costly.

There are heavy overplantings thils year of
certain commodities purely because of the
90 percent of parity guarantee for such com-
modities.

I make the prediction that should 1949
prove to be a good crop year, the total bor-
rowing authority of the Commodity Credit

Corporation, which is fixed by Congress at *

£4,750,000,000, will be pretty well exhausted
by January 1, 1850. This situation will not
make the farm-support programs more pop=
ular with either consumers, taxpayers, or
the Congress.

Less than 20 percent of the people in the ,

United States live on farms today.
Over B0 percent are employed in other oc-
cupations,
There is already increasing unemployment.
Too high guarantees to farmers will result
in increasing dissatisfaction in the cities.
The public will stand for a fairly high
level of farm supports, but it will not tolerate
cost-plus guarantees for farmers when other
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people are down and out. It is not the
small percentage of industrialists that al-
ways seem to make good profits that we have
to think about, it is the great bulk of our
population that will rebel,

Should the advocates of 100-percent sup-
port for farm commodities prevail with thelr
views, I predict that the entire farm-support
price program will collapse within a few years,
I do not anticipate that their views will pre-
vall, however.

I anticipate that the major provisions of
the Agricultural Act of 1848 will remain
largely undisturbed in spite of political and
group pressures whith would overthrow
them. I further predict that the Secretary
of Agriculture will use the power vested in
him by this bill to prevent agriculture from
leading the way to another depression.

The support levels provided for in this act
guarantee the producers against precipitous
declines In prices.

Earring major calamitles, such as drought,
the act will serve to keep the farmer from
losing his shirt or undergoing losses such as
prevailed during the depression of the thir-
ties. This, of course, is quite different from
guaranteeing him what he considers to be
a perfectly satisfactory price and income.

I have heard many comments to the effect
that we ought to have a law which provides
for forward-pricing of farm commodities so
that farmers can plan ahead.

The fact is, the Agricultural Act of 1948
does permit forward-pricing and the Depart-
ment of Agriculture has so interpreted it.

The Secretary of Agriculture may announce
in advance of planting the minimum level
at which commodities will be supported. He
has only recently used this provision of the
long-range Farm Act to guarantee a 90-per-
cent support price for hogs until April 1, 1950,

In return for support of nonbasic commodi-
ties, the Secretary of Agriculture may re-
quire compliance with production and mar-
keting goals or even conformity to market-
ing agreements.

It would seem unreasonahble to expect the
Secretary to deal with thousands of widely
scattered, unorganized preducers of a perish-
able or semiperishable commodity.

When the bHill was under consideration the
question arose as to how the Secretary could
bring about compliance with production
goals.

This prompted the committee which spon-
sored the bill to write into it a provision that
the Secretary could support prices through
loans, purchases, or payments,

The provision for supporting prices
through payments is new. It means that if
producers fall to comply with the Secretary's
request for reduced production or reduced
marketing, he may direct all or part of the
commodity concerned to be put upon the
open market and reimburse those who do
cooperate for the difference between the price
received in the market and the support price,

Those who fall to cooperate would receive
only the open-market price for what they
produce, Cooperation in a support program
is not compulsory. It will be up to each
producer to decide whether to cooperate or
not, but if he does not, he cannot be assured
of the support price.

Had this provision of the law been in effect
this year, the Secretary could have directed
all or part of the huge potato crop to be put
upon the market so that the consumer could
have received the benefit of lower prices and
better potatoes.

As it is, potatoes have been priced off the
table in so many instances that we are ac-
tually consuming a smaller quantity than we
did in prewar days, in spite of the large
increase in population.

Government has in many instances bought
No. 1 potatoes for use as cattle feed, while the
low grades have been put upon the open
market for human consumption. The costly
debacle of the potato program brought on
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purely by a 80-percent price guaranty would
be multiplied many times over by a flat guar=
anty of 80 percent or more for all important
farm crops.

In determining the amount of assistance
which government should give to any clasa
or group, let us remember this—government
is not an institution possessing unlimited
resources to be expended for our benefit.

When we get from government we must
first put into government or else go in debt
for it, as we have already dore to some
extent.

Government 1s an agency set up by the
wise founders of our Nation which we as
individuals or groups can use for the mutual
welfare and protection of us all.

Government is no better than the men
who hold positions in it. Therefore, let us
think long and wisely before turning our
personal destinies over to them. .

There are govd men and poor men in
government.

There are men who make rash promises to
get into government and thus put them-
selves in a position to exercise power.

There are men who today are advocating a
largess for farmers far beyond our power to
permanently sustain and, while they promise
farmers high prices and hith incomes, some
of them also weep for the plight of the con-
sumer whom they say pays too much for food
and other living costs.

‘We must not be deceived by these protes=-
tations of concern—protestations of high
prices for farmers and low costs for con-
sumers.

Farmers cannot get high prices for what
they produce unless city people pay well
for what they buy. Unless farmers receive
good prices for what they sell, city people
wiil find themselves without a market for
the industrial goods which they produce.

Very few of us in this world get something
for nothing. Let us not be deluded now by
the promises of those who offer high induce- °
ments to farmers to part with the most pre-
clous of all assets, their independence.

I reiterate—a rigid 90 to 100 percent price-
support program must be accompanied by
strict controls.

Once we start to apply controls and penal-
ties in the Graln Belt, for example, there will
be no end.

The acreage taken out of production will
also have to be controlled or it will be used
to produce other crops which in turn will
create excess production of other commod=-
ities.

We may expect that such a process would
go on and on until a fully controlled agrl-
culture results.

The question is whether, for the sake of

-illusionary increased incomes for a short

time, American farmers are willing to sur-
render those rights for which their forefath-
ers endured hardships—that we might know
the meaning of freedom.

I do not mean to imply that government
should remain aloof or indifferent to the
needs of the people.

We need an efficient, democratically run
government in this day of big business and
a world made small by modern methods of
communication and travel,

We need a government that lays down the
rules of the game and enforces fair play; we
need a government that protects the welfare
of the needy and afflicted; we need a govern-
ment that sees to it that our natural re-
sources are developed and used wisely in the
interest of the people, and a government
that safeguards and maintains the Natlon's
security.

The thirty-odd-million persons who live on
the farms of America constitute the very
backbone of our democracy and of our {ree=-
enterprise system.

They are rcoted in the traditions of self-
rellance, honest work, and democratic proc-
esses, They are inheritcrs of the ploneer,
progressive spirlt of cur forefathers.
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The challenge now is to keep alive that
spirit, and not let it be broken or weakened
by false prophets or short-sighted promises,
born of expediency and nurtured by illu-
slonary gains, Our Nation was not built on
paternalism; and it cannot endure on pater-
nalism.

An agriculture under governmental guard-
ianiship cannot be a strong agriculture. A
nation whose people are not free cannot he
a happy nation,

1 want to see agriculture and the Nation
prosper on a sound and secure basis,

I want to see farm people and city people
remain free—free from economic and politi-
cal domination,

I want to see our country go forward in
such a way that Americans can be masters
of their own destiny.

‘We have shown to the world what a free-
dom-loving nation can accomplish,

We must demonstrate to ourselves and to
the world that the torch of freedom is still
alive and that we can keep our economic
system of free enterprise in balance without
Jeopardizing our liberty.

To do this is the responsibility of all of
us—farm and city people alike,

I have confidence that we will meet that
responsibility through farsighted, united
action.

Mr, AIKEN. Mr. President, in order
that the remarks which I have just made
may be more clearly understood by those
who read them, I ask unanimous consent
that the recommendations of the Secre-
tary of Agriculture be printed in the
REecorp in full at the close of my remarks,

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres=
ident, I intended to make the same re-
quest,

There being no objection, the recom-
mendations of the Secretary of Agricul-
ture were ordered to be printed in the
REecorb, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
CHARLES F. BRANNAN AT A JOINT HEARING
OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE
AND THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICUL-
TURE AND FORESTRY, THURSDAY, APRIL T,
1949
This hearing deals with the heart of our

farm polic;.

The proposition with which I begin is that
we are mutually devoted to the task of mak-
ing our farm program the soundest, strongest
and best that we can design.

We have already been dealing this year
with a number of important items of legis-
lation relating to agriculture: The Commod-
ity Credit Corporation charter, some acreage
allotment and marketing quota legislation,
and the international wheat agreement,
among others, And now we come t0o one
which touches directly or indirectly upon
all the rest.,

It concerns our effort to assist farmers to
maintain a reasonably stable Income at a
fair level—a level which is equitable to farm-
ers and in the best interest of the other eco-
nomic groups within our population.

The principal device authorized by the
Congress for this purpose is commonly re-
ferred to as agricultural price support. It is,
in my opinion, the most effective method yet
suggested and must remain an integral part
of our national economy until and unless
a better method is suggested.

Some differences of opinion have devel-
oped about the exact formula and manner
under which agricultural price supports
should be made available. This is healthy
and can only result in improvement if we
all apply ourselves forthrightly to a solution
of the issues.

One issue has bezen popularized as a sim=-
ple clash over rigid support of prices at 90
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percent of parity versus flexible supports
ranging from 60 to 90 percent. That is an
oversimplification.

The issue was not simple in the first place,
and recent events have not made it sim-
pler. In the last several months we have
seen some of the effects of the bumper crops
of 1948, and witnessed the planting of an-
other gigantic winter wheat acreage. We
have put into effect a new and lower support
level for potatoes, yet find the Government
still buying considerable quantities of sur-
plus potatoes. We have come closer to the
point where we seriously need some shifts
in farm production if we are to avold sur-
pluses, We can now see some important
economic trends that were not evident last
sumimer.

Specifically, prices recelved by farmers have
been coming down much faster than the
prices they pay. In March of this year farm
prices were 15 percent lower than they were
at the beginning of last year, while prices
paid by farmers were down only 2 percent
from the peak reached last summer. In this
period some industrial prices continued to
rise, Farm purchasing power turned down-
ward in 1948 and is now at the lowest level
since 1942,

In short, some additional problems have
come out of the realm of theory into the here
and now. Hence the preparation of my first
recommendations to the Congress on the im=
portant matter of price supports has required
me to make a rather complete review of ob=
Jectives, legislation, and alternative pro-
grams. In addition to considering simple re-
visions in present legislation we have taken
a new look at various ways of measuring
parity and just about all of the program sug-
gestions that have been seriously considered
in the past—two-price and multiple-price
systems, forward pricing, automatic pricing
formulas, compensatory payments, cost-re-
duction programs, and combinations of these
alternatives.

The result of all this study is not likely to
startle anyone. I have no revolutionary
ideas to present to you. But I do have some
definite recommendations for your consid-
eration.

These recommendations are not advanced
as the final and exclusive answers to our farm
problems. I would much rather have a pro-
gram that will work well in the immediate
future than one which will partly do the job
for 20 years. And frankly, I doubt our ability
to provide so well for the future that future
Congresses and administrations will have no
changes to offer. We need to be clear about
policy objectives, which apply to the long-
time future as well as the present. At the
very least our program must cope with prob-
lems now in sight. We proceed from where
we are, not from a theoretical time and place.
And the present economic situation is some-
what less favorable to farmers than at any
time in recent years.

In view of the problems we face I am
thankful that we have had a great deal of
excellent legislation and much good experi-
ence on which to base an effective farm pro-
gram. We can learn much of great value from
the farm 'legislation and experience of the
past two decades.

The programs we have had are the firm
foundation on which we can build. We have
learned in depression, in a defense pericd, in
war, and in the initial phase of a new postwar
pericd. Throughout this experience we have
seen that the measures dealing with the sell-
ing prices of farm products and the incomes
of producers are the keys to a successful
program.

WHAT IS REQUIRED OF A PROGRAM

From our experience we can set up realistic
criteria by which to judge and by which to
guide our program. Prominent among the
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criteria and requirements will be the fol-
lowing:

First, the program must effectively serve
the farmer and his family. As an isolated in-
dividual the farmer has no control over the
prices he will recelve and no adequate way of
adjusting the total market volume of his
commodities to changing demand. After he
has planted a crop he is at the mercy of
weather, price, and many other forces with
which he is powerless to cope. On many oc=
casions in the past he has labored all season
and produced a good crop only to find that,
because of circumstances beyond his control,
his labor would go uncompensated and some-
times his cash investment in seed, fertilizer,
and other operating costs would be only par=-
tially recovered. A program to help him meet
those basic difficulties is the very minimum
for which we should strive.

Second, in serving the farmer the pro-
gram must not discriminate unfairly against
any group. It should be falr to consumers
and to processors, shippers, wholesalers, re=-
tailers, and others in the distribution sys-
tem. There is no real conflict between farm-
ers and either consumers or business people.
The customers of agriculture want plentiful
and steady supplies, and they have a right
to expect that a program supported by the
public will help meet this need. Farmers
want to furnish plentiful supplies regu-
larly.

Third, the program must be efficlently op-
erated and the cost must be commensurate
with the benefits to the Nation.

Fourth, it must serve general policy ob-
Jectives, including national security, the
maintenance of high-level employment, and
cooperation with other nations in the inter-
ests of peace and prosperity. It can do this
by conserving and strengthening our basic
productive resources, providing reserves
agalnst matlonal emergencies, and encourag-
ing free-flowing world trade by reasonably
assuring sufficient products for export.

In short, the farm program must serve the
best interests of all our people, and, in my
opinion, that is the only kind of program
the farm people want or expect.

Unfortunately, too many people still think
of a farm program as some kind of class
legislation. There is too little appreciation
of the direct and defilnite ways in which 1t
can benefit all the people and can help make
this the kind of a country they want it to be.

Therefore, I want to list several ways in
which we can expect an effective farm-pro-
duction and price-stabilization program to
serve the interests of all the people.

1. It can help prevent depression: Most
depressions have been farm-led and farm-fed,
Farm prices traditionally go down before,
faster, and farther than other prices. On
the downswing of the business cycle, farm
people are the major early victims of a
squeeze. As their income and, therefore,
purchasing power is cut by low prices or
production failure, industrial producers find
a contracting market for their production.
This throws workers out of jobs. They in
turn spend less for farm products, which in
turn further forces down farm prices, and
farm purchasing power is further cut.

I don’t mean to say that declines in farm
prices are the sole cause of depressions, but
they certalnly contribute greatly and would
do so more now than in the past because
agriculture has become a bigger customer
of industry.

Farm price supports cannot substitute
for good markets that come with full em-
ployment and foreign demand, and, I believe,
almost every farmer now understands the
importance and relationship to farm pros-
perity of good wages for city and Industrial
workers. Supports are no substitute for city
markets, but they can at least slow down
declines in farm prices and provide stop-
ping points so as to keep our fluld farm
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prices from going rapidly into a worse and
worse relationship with nonfarm prices.

2. A farm-production and price-adjust-
ment program can help build markets for
industrial goods and help maintain employ-
ment for labor: Industry today is depend-
ent on the farm market to a far greater de~
gree than it has ever been.

Let me illustrate this fact by listing some
of the manufactured equipment that is in
use on one particular farm today and which
has been purchased since the last depres-
sion. This happens to be a Michigan farm—
not fancy—just a good family farm. Here's
the list: A combine, a corn picker, a portable
elevator, one additional tractor with equip-
ment to go with it (including a disk, drill,
and corn planter), a feed grinder, a pick-up
truck, motor and pump assembly for pump-
ing stock water, an electric pump and pres-
gure tank for running water in the house,
electric refrigerator, electric stove, and elec-
tric hot-water heater. Think of almost any
good farm, and you can make a similar list.

Back in 1929 there were only 827,000 trac-
tors on American farms. At this time last
year there were 38,250,000. In 1920 we had
about 37,000 combines. Last year we had
540,000, The number of corn pickers has
Jumped from less than 8,000 to more than
800,000, These are only a few examples.

In 1929 less than 600,000 farms were elec-
trified. Today the figure is more than 4,000,-
000,

Altogether the American farmer has lately
been a $30,000,000,000 customer of American
business.

Even so, rural people represent a vast, un-
tapped market for all sorts of goods., For
example, half of the commercial family farms
in this country are small, and in this group
only 22 out of 100 homes have running water.
For most of the other family farms, the com-
parable rate is 38 per 100, and In the top
group, 58 per 100 have running water.

Farm people want to buy industrial goods,
but when their prices go down in relation
to the prices they have to pay, they have to
cut their buying. Again let me illustrate.

A farmer on route 2, Defiance, Ohio, ordered
& tractor last year priced at $1,56560. When
it arrived at his dealer's, the price was $1,050.
His soybeans went down from $3.47 in Sep-
tember to $2.18 in March, and his corn went
down in the same months from 82 to $1.23.
He canceled his tractor order.

A farmer who lives on route 1, Crane Hill,
Ala., ordered a tractor in 1945 at a price of
$1,600. It arrived last summer, priced at
£2,450. He felt uncertain at that time about
the future of cotton prices and so, for the
combination of reasons, turned down the
tractor.

A farmer on route 1, Gettysburg, Pa., fed
40 steers for 157 days and lost $3,000. He
gave up buying a hay baler worth 82,150 and
bullding a machine shed on which he had
planned to spend $1,000.

It is Important to all of us to maintain
balance between farm and industrial prices.
. A program that helps to stabilize farm prices
and incomes will help to stabilize markets for
factory goods and will keep thousands and
thousands of main streets busy.

3. Btable farm prices and incomes encour-
age high-level production with the greatest
assurance of reasonable prices to consumers.
This is one of the most significant lessons
from our wartime experience. Without the
cost-plus contracts and guaranties enjoyed
by many industries, and with only reasonable
price protection, farmers quickly made great
shifts in the use of their productive resources
to meet war needs. They supplied civilians
with a fourth to a third more milk and a
fiftth more meat than prewar while they were
meeting the needs of the armed forces and
also sending large amounts of food to our
allles. Farmers, like manufacturers, want to
produce what their customers want. But
usually it is only with advance knowledge

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

of minimum price that small individual pro-
ducers, planning separately, can unify their
efforts efficlently to increase the total supply
of a particular commodity.

Furthermore, we know that American busi-
ness depends on agriculture for raw mate-
rials, and business 1s starved if farm pro-
duction goes down. About half of all the
business done with United States consumers
last year was based in one way or another
on American farm commodities.

Price supports should be available at all
times to assure the maintenance of this sup-
ply. If prices are allowed to remain too low
too long farmers are unable to buy the ma-
chininery, fertilizer, and other materials
which they must have to maintain high-level
production.

4. A program that helps maintain farm in-
comes helps to maintain agricultural re-
sources: City people, just as much as farm
people, are concerned with the problem of
conservation, Our soll, water, and forest
resources must support a population that is
still growing, and our objective is a higher
standard of living for the people as a whole,
Yet we are still losing productivity on hun-
dreds of thousands of acres every year. Half
of all our cropland is still subject to erosion.
Obviously, conservation depends on some-
thing more than good farm prices. On the
other hand, resources can be conserved and
improved only if they are used profitably.

The depression taught us that hard tinres

make poor farmers and poor land. Low
prices force farmers to abandon their land-
conservation practices in an attempt to make
up for lower price by increasing acreage to
get a greater volume. For the short pull,
they will be able to pile up bigger produc-
tion with less outlay. But only a few sea-
sons need pass before even production will
be decreased. The low wheat prices of the
depression -brought Increased plantings, at
great cost in resources. The dust storms in
the Great Plains, as well as gullies and floods
elsewhere, gave dramatic evidence that sur-
pluses and low prices can lead a nation to
ruin.
Price supports can ald conservation In at
least two ways: (a) By bringing additional
stability into the farm business so that farm
people can enjoy a good standard of living
without mining their resources and (b) by
directly encouraging types of farming which
naturally conserve resources.

It is generally belleved that for the sake
of keeping our resources permanently pro-
ductive as well as to meet consumer needs,
livestock production should be made a more
important part of our agriculture. I agree
with this, I also think the shift is not
likely to take place as promptly and fully
as necessary without the assistance of a
well-adapted production and price-adjust-
ment program.

5. An effective farm program is essential
to our national security, will provide a reser-
voir of goods which protects the Nation
against crop failure, and will assure supplies
for an even flow of world trade: Reserve
supplies above ground and their counter-
part—reserve strength In the soll—are es-
sentials of national defense. A large llve-
stock population is also reserve strength.
Before the last war, when we had to convert
our Nation quickly into an arsenal of democ-
racy, we were extremely fortunate in having
large reserves of grain and cotton. With-
out having to wait for ancther harvest, we
were able to start converting grain into the
high-protein foods that were sorely needed
by our friends abroad. Plenty of cotton was
avallable for war uses. Beveral years of In-
tensive soll-conservation effort had improved
many acres of land which had suffered abuse.

Agriculture justly takes pride in the speed
with which it converted to defense and war
production. But agriculture is glad to share
the credit with the people as a whole, for
the storage and soil-conservation programs
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were made possible by the general public—
by a sharing of responsibility by farmers and
the whole people, In terms of dollars alone,
our prewar stocks proved to be a great in-
vestment.

Reserves also provide security against
dangers other than those of war. Although
we have never had a drought or other disaster
that threatened us with fanrine or anything
close to it, we have had shortages which
severely disrupted our economy and caused
a great deal of personal hardship. The re-
sults of the droughts of 1934 and 1936 are
examples, Forced liquidation of livestock
temporarily increased meat production and
reduced prices, but in 1835 beef and veal pro-
duction dropped 20 percent and pork pro-
duction dropped 30 percent. There were
further reductions in 1937. It was not until
1942 that cattle numbers came back to the
1934 level.

A more recent example was the short corn
crop of 18947, Farmers had already been sell-
ing meat anlmals faster than they were re-
placing them. The short crop speeded up
the trend, resulting in shorter supplies and
higher prices of meat. We are still feeling
the effects. Reserves will help us maintain
livestock production from year to year and
help prevent extreme fluctuations in price,

Adequate reserves are essential for still
other reasons. We believe that free-flowing
world trade is necessary to world peace. To
the extent that we can, we want to discour-
age the tendency of some of our sister na-
tions and traditional customers to return
to nationalistic self-sufficiency with its arti-
ficial trade barriers and economic welfare.
One means of doing so is to assure importing
nations that they will have access to sup-
plies they need year after year. That as-
surance on one commodity can be given
through the pending international wheat
agreement, and at the same time we and
other exporters assure ourselves of regular
markets. Wheat reserves will enable us to
guarantee our commitments under the wheat
agreement. Steady supplies of other export
commodities can also be assured to import-
ing nations by means of reserves.

It should also be remembered that a de-
mocracy with reserves and great productive
power is a great comfort to natlons fearing
elther famine or foreign aggression. Our
practical ability to serve as a friend in need
will determine how well we can meet our
responsibilities of leadership—how well we
can serve the cause of world peace and
democracy.

Reserves of storable commodities are a
natural adjunct of price supports. They are
an alm as well as a result of the farm pro~
gram. They represent an important part of
the insurance which the public buys with
the funds it invests in maintaining a healthy
agriculture.

6. A price-support program which safe-
guards our rural economic strength can help
stabilize the rural community and help
maintain individual opportunity in our free-
enterprise system: One bulwark of democ-
racy may be found in the prosperous rural
community mainly composed of economically
strong families farming in the traditional
American pattern. It 18 an ever present
answer to communism.

We should be aware that for many years
there has been a steady increase in the num-
ber of large-scale, industrialized type of
farming unit. Many of these are absentee-
and corporate-owned. According to the 1945
census about 100,000 of the largest units—
fewer than 2 percent of all farms—are sell-
ing products valued at nearly one-fourth of
all the farm products marketed in this coun-
try. This is more than is sold in total by
two-thirds of all our farms, including half
of our family farms.

If we are to have stable and prosperous
rural communities with schools, churches,
health, and other facilities, it is plain that
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many farm people need greater economic
security and opportunity.

Price supports are the farmer’s equivalent
of the laboring man’s minimum-wage, social-
security, and collective-bargaining arrange-
ments.

Of course, the price support does not meet
the fundamental problem of the operator
who cannot produce a large enough volume
to make a good return at any price. But it
does help on the price side of the farm-
income equation. There are a great many
farmers on the economle border line—they
can malke a fairly good living when prices are
in reasonable balance, but a small drop cuts
sharply into the income they have available
for living expense and leaves only operating
expenses or less. These people are a very
considerable percentage of all the independ-
ent producers in our entire free-enterprise
system. While price supports alone will not
solve their preblem, I see no reason to think
it can be solved without some kind of a
sound and eflective program for maintaining
stable and reasonable prices for the goods
they produce.

MEASTTRING RESULTS

I have listed six ways in which a good
farm income and price-support program can
serve the interests of all the people. It can
help do these things: Prevent depression,
build bigger industrial markets and employ-
ment, maintain high-level production of
farm commodities, conserve mnatural re-
sources, maintain reserves for national se-
curity, and strengthen the rural community.

A program that will meet the test I have
outlined will cost money, and the returns
will have to justify the cost. We may not be
able to set up a balance sheet in terms of
dollars and balance it every year. But then,
that is not the way we have measured the
public cost and the returns from the tariffs
with which we have protected various indus-
tries, the value of less-than-cost postal rates,
the public investment and returns from the
railroads, morchant marine and air lines,
and the public enst and returns from the
minimum-wage law and social security.

We do know that agriculture is a basic seg-
ment of the economy. It must be highly
productive, and permanently so. It must
contribute to the prosperity of the Nation,
and in turr those engaged in agriculture
must be able to share equitably in that pros-
perity.

I believe we can have that kind of an
agriculture if we really want it. We won't
get it easily or automatically. We won't get
it all of a sudden. But we have already made
great progress toward it, and If we will work
together we can make more progress.

In my opinion, production and price ad-
justment with a definite income objective
must be the core of our united effort, and
although I will mention other measures I am
concentrating at this time on the core.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Condensed into the fewe;t possible words,
here are the proposals, each of which will be
explained afterwards in detail.

Objective: The recommended program is
intended to assure a volume of farm income
and purchasing power which it is in the
publi: interest to malntain for the reasons
which have just heen discussed.

The rtandard of support has been estab-
lished with reference to Iincome criterla
rather than price criteria. A recent 10-year
period has been selected as the base. Sim-
plicity of computation and application has
been a constant aim,

The recommended price support standard
for any specific commodity does not repre-
sent a parity price nor does the composite
average represent parity income as those
terms are now statutorily defined or com-
monly understood. This Income standard
simply represents a realistic minimum be-
low which it is not In the interest of farmers
or consumers to allow farm prices to fall and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

above which I would hope to find most farm
prices most of the time. It is the minimum
level from which we would be working toward
narrowing, and eventually closing, the his-
torical gap between farm and nonfarm in-
come,

Formulas: As the start for our moving
base, we have taken the average annual pur-
chasing power of cash receipts from farm
marketings for the years 1839 through 1948.
From that, with the aid of the old parity in-
dex, we ave moved first to an income sup-
port standard and then to a specific price
support standard for the individual com-
modities.

Application of support: Loans, purchase
agreements, production payments, and direct
purcaases should be available for use. These
several methods would be used singly or in
combination as eXxperience and prevailing
circumstances warrant,

Commodity loans and purchase agreements
are probably the most effective and efficient
methods for the commodities which do not
appreciably deterlorate In storage and for
those which should be held in reserve in ap-
preciable quantities for pr¢ iuction stability
or against national emergencies.

Production payments, on the other hand,
seem more adaptable as a method for sup-
porting highly perishable commodities and
those for which storage is too costly.

In the case of both perishables and stor-
ables, it may sometimes be desirable to re-
move surpluses or to obtain supplies for
storage or collateral programs by purchasing
directly from producers or intermediate
processors.

Conditions of support: The availability of
price support cannot be separated from the
acceptance by farmers of reasonable under-
takings to advance or accomplish the over-
all objectives of a sound farm program in
the interests of the public and of their fellow
farmers, such as—

{(a) The observance of minimum and
sound soil-conservation practices.

(b) Compliance with or adoption of what-
ever programs are found necessary to curtail
wasteful production or disorderly marketing
(such measures as acreage allotments, mar-
keting quotas, and marketing agreements
which may be adopted from time to time
through referendums or by the authority
of the Secretary under terms of specific
legislation such as is now on the statute
books) .

(c) The limitation of eligibility for price
support to a defined volume of production
on each farm—a volume high enough to
benefit most farms but one which will not
encourage the development of extremely
large, industrialized farming.

Those are my recommendations in brief.
I have left out many significant details and
comparisons which we can go back to, now
that you have the over-all picture.

The income and price-support standards:
If there is anything new in what is here
proposed, 1t is the recommendation that we
actually start our computations with an
income criterion as the base on which price
supports are determined. We have had in-
come criteria in our laws—so-called parity
income definitions—but, so far, we have not
used them. Since income is what finally
counts, I think it is time to start relating
support prices to an income standard.

The factor which has discouraged real use
of the parity income definition in the past
has been the gap between farm and nonfarm
income. This is so wide that a program
based on real dollar equality looks unrealistic
as an immediate objective. Under the old
definition, for example, farmers last year
received 160 percent of the theoretical parity
income. But, actually, the average net in-
come of farm people from all sources was
only $909 per capita, including the value of
home-produced food and income from non-
farm sources, compared with the nonfarm
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average of $1,669. This puts the average
farmer’'s income at less than 60 percent of
his urban brother’s income. Such a definl-
tlon of parity seems to me indefensible.

The new definition in the Agricultural Act
of 1948 defines parity income as that income
which will provide farm people with stand-
ards of living afforded persons in other gain-
ful occupation. This is undoubtedly valid
as a concept and as a long-range objective
which we accept as such.

In developing an income-support standard
which can be translated into u price sched-
ule, I start from the firm conviction that the
particular formula or formulas should be
based on recent experience and not related
or chained back to some distant base period.
Any such formula should reflect as far as
possible the advancements in agricultural
knowledge, facllities, and skills,

It is recommended that the income sup-
port standard for any year be defined as that
level of cash returns from farm products
which is equivalent in purchasing power to
the average annual purchasing power of
cash receipts from farm marketings during
the 10 calendar years, 1939 through 1948.

As formulas go, this is guite simple. As
the starting base, it takes the average an-
nual purchasing power of cash recelpts for
the years 1939 through 1948, which figures
we already have. This purchasing power is
determined by dividing cash receipts for each
year by the same year's index of prices paid
by farmers for goods and services, including
allowances for Interest and taxes—that is,
the “parity index” as we now know it. In
terms of average 1939-48 farm-purchasing-
power dollars, this base is $18,218,000,000.

To calculate the income support standard,
this base is multiplied by the current parity
index. For example, parity as of March 15
was equal to an index of 144 (base 1939-
48=100). Such an index would indicate an
income support standard of $26,234,000,000
(18,218,000,000 times 1.44).

Before going on to a discussion of the
corresponding price-support standard, let me
say & word about this income measure. It
is not a parity income figure, but rather
what I believe to be a minimum level which
we should do our best to hold with the ex-
pectation that actual income would usually
run higher. It is a level of income which I
believe we can all agree should be main-
tained not only in the interest of farm peo-
ple, but equally in the interest of all our
people. It is calculated from a recent and
fair base. True, 1939-48 does include
some hilgh-income years, but it also includes
some low-income years starting with the
very low year 1939. Furthermore, farm pur-
chasing power has been above this suggested
support level for six successive years.

Some people may object on the grounds
that this formula relates to cash receipts
rather than to net farm income. However,
this has two advantages. The first is sim-
plicity. As you will soon see, it is a very
simple step from cash farm receipts to the
support-price standard. Secondly, both the
farmer and the American businessman are
interested in the farmer's total purchasing
power. Farm marketings must return
enough to cover not only the farm family
items but production expenses as well.

I am aware that this standard does not
close the gap between average per-capita
farm and nonfarm incomes. However, as I
indicated earlier, one of our problems is to
get something which will work here and
now.

We contemplate that the base used for
determining the Income standard should
move forward. I am proposing that this
1939-48 Income base be used for 1950 and
that thereafter the base should be the first
10 out of the last 12 years. In other words,
there should be a 2-year lag between the base
period and the year of actual operation so
as to allow administrative preparation well
in advance of operations and so that the
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Congress may become aware of the effects
of the moving standard before new calcu-
lations are put to use.

After determining the aggregate income
standard for a year, the next step is the de-
termination of a corresponding schedule of
commodity prices. In doing this, average
farm prices for the 10 immedlately preced-
ing years (or marketing season)s would be
multiplied by the ratio of (a) the current
income support standard to (b) the actual
average level of cash receipts from farm
marketings during the 10 immediately pre-
ceding years. This formula will keep price
relationships among commodities on a mov=
ing, up-to-date basis. "

For example, the average cash receipts for
the 10 years 194049 (using an estimate for
1949 in this illustration) is $20,980,000,000,
while the estimated minimum income stand-
ard for 1950 is $26,234,000,000, assuming the
parity index remains at its current level.

Since the support standard i1s 1.256 times
the average cash receipts, the support price
schedule would be determined by simply
multiplying the 1940-49 average farm price
for each of the several commodities by 1.26.

Now let us see how these formulas com-
pare with the familiar parity price formula.
So far as income and prices are concerned,
the standards are about equal to what cur-
rent marketings would bring if farm prices
were to average the present parity level for
1949, but with the prices for the three great
staples—corn, cotton, and wheat—averaging
only about 90 percent of the old parity level.
At the same time it follows that prices for
8 number of the other commodities, espe-
clally livestock and livestock products,
would average above the current parity level.
The method of calculating the Income and
price standards, as well as a number of
price com ns, are shown in detail in
the accompanying tables (exhibits A, B, and
C.)

Application to specific commodities: Our
ultimate ability to assure these minimum
income and price-support standards is of
course dependent upon the availability of
funds and specific authorization.

I recommend that the Congress designate
those commodities which should have first
priority on the funds available for price-sup-
port purposes. This list should include the
agricultural commodities of prime im-
portance, both from the standpoint of their
contribution to farm income and their im-
portance to the American consumer family,

This list should include, at least, the fol-
lowing commodities: Corn, cotton, wheat,
tobacco, whole milk, eggs, farm chickens, and
the meat animals—hogs, beef cattle, and
lambs.

I recommend that the prices or returns
of these first priority, group 1, commodities
be maintained at not less than the full
support price standard. It should be clear-
1y understood that the support price stand-
ard is not a ceiling,

Those commodities not included in the
group 1 or priority list should be supported
in line with or in relation to group 1 com-
modities, taking into account the available
funds and authorities, the ability of pro-
ducers to keep supplies in line with demand
and other relevant factors. There will also
need to be discretionary authority available
for adjusting supports for these commodi-
ties in order to maintain desirable com-
modity relationships, especially in order to
maintain normal feeding ratios or feed value
relationships.

It may also on occasion, be necessary to
recommend to the Congress certain adjust-
ments in support prices for one or more of
the group 1 commodities in order to main-
tain feed ratios or feed-value relationships.

The authority ghould be available to sup-
port any commodity at whatever level is re-
quired to Increasz supplies or meet national
emergencies,
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Price support methods: Commodity loans
and purchase agreements are methods well
adapted to the support of storable commodi-
ties which can be carried over without proc-
essing for a number of marketing years if
necessary. Storables account for roughly 25
percent of our annual cash receipts from
farm marketings and include cotton, corn,
wheat, and other grains, tobacco, the ollseed
crops, dry beans and peas, wool, and pea-
nuts. These are not all equally storable,
but experience has shown that loans and
purchase agreements are effective for all
the commodities on this list. Nevertheless,
it would be desirable to have available, as a
supplementary method, the authority to
make production payments under certain
eircumstances.

The nonstorables—products which are
elther highly perishable or which can be
stored only at heavy expense—include fruits,
vegetables, meat animals, milk, butterfat,
poultry and eggs, and account for roughly
75 percent of cash farm receipts. Production
of these commodities is geared largely to do-
mestic demand, and this demand fluctuates
with employment, wages and other factors
which change mass purchasing power. We
can hope to increase per capita consumption
of all or most of these products in a healthy
economiec climate.

When 1t is necessary to apply supports to
any of these nonstorable commodities, I rec-
ommend that we rely mainly upon produc-
tlon payments.

The term “production payment” means ex-
actly what it says—a payment to the farmer
to go on producing to meet genuine con-
sumer need, rather than restricting output
short of that need. ;

Under thls system the farmer would be
paid in cash the difference between the sup-
port standard for commodities which he pro-
duced and the average selling price for those
commodities In the market place. Because
the payment would go directly to the farmer
it would be an efficient support operation.

Another big advantage is that the system
would induce efficient production and mar-
keting, because any farmer who could ex-
ceed the average market price by quality
of product or good bargaining would bene-
fit to the extent that his eelling price ex-
ceeded the average market price.

A third advantage of this system is that
it would allow farm income to remain at a
high enough level to sustain abundant pro-
duction while retail prices sought their sup-
ply-and-demand level in the market place.
This level is bound to be reasonable for con-
m.u;:ers because of the larger supplies brought
out.

It is obvious, of course, that the use of
production payments must be qualified in
such a manner as to avoid extremely de-
pressed prices in the market place or a waste-
ful use of soll resources.

The payment method is not new. It has
been used for various purposes before and
during the war and we know it is adminis-
tratively feasible. We know it is a method
which not only protects farmers but gives
consumers a real break.

I want to make it clear that I believe pro-
duction payments should be used to en-
courage increased consumption as well as to
support farm returns. Let me illustrate. In
some of our larger cities, milk consumption
per capita was much higher in 1847 than in
1040, The increases ranged from 15 percent
to nearly 50 percent. Eince 1947, in some
of these same citles, the average person has
been using less and less milk. Consumers
have not simply decided they want or need
less milk, The decision to buy less was
forced upon them for the most part by the
rising cost of the commodity. The result is
bad for both consumer and producer.

Through production payments, we can keep
the market price within reach of more people
and maintain returns to the dairy farmers at
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a level which will bring forth the necessary
production. As we indicated in our long-
range testimony in 1947, we should be pro-
ducing and consuming 150,000,000,000 pounds
of milk by now instead of something less
than 120,000,000,000. If it is necessary to get
milk down to the area of 15 cents a quart
at retail in order to have maximum con-
sumption, and use production payments to
assure farmers of fair returns, I think both
farmers and consumers will want to do It

I believe the production payment authority
should be so written as to allow it to be used
as a supplement to our milk marketing agree-
ments and orders.

The same principle should apply to other
commodities to which marketing agreements
and orders are adapted.

Parenthetically, I believe authority to sup-
port hog and milk prices through direct
payments should be available before January
1, 1950. If it becomes necessary to support
prices of hogs and milk this year as now
required by law, authority to make payments
will facilitate the job.

Another price-support method which
should be available for use on perishable
commodities is the direct Government pur-
chase program. One of the biggest ob-
stacles that fruit and vegetable producers
encounter is a seasonal glut in markets. It
may be local and temporary. Or it may be
general and prolonged. There are times when
marketing agreements and merchandising
programs will not wholly meet the situation.
On those occaslons, it is necessary for the
Government to make direct purchases and
divert supplies from normal trade channels,

In preparing for this testimony, I gave con=
siderable study to the possibility of using a
“food stamp” or “food allotment"” program
as a price-support method. The attractive-
ness of such a program lies in the fact that
it encourages increased food consumption
and aids those consumers who are most in
need. On the other hand, as we now see it,
such a program would be administratively
expensive, difficult, and would provide only
an indirect aid to agriculture.

The use of an equal amount of funds in
production payments or the other price-sup-
port methods would give farmers far more
ald and at the same time benefit a wider
group of consumers—in fact, all consumers
of the commodity involved.

Conditions and limits: Now let us con-
sider the practical conditions and limits for
price supports.

Farmers consider themselves to be partners
with each other and with other people in
operating a program for the benefit of all.
I belteve they expect to and should accept
responsibility. I do not believe that full
benefits, if any, should be extended to pro-
ducers who operate without regard to the
welfare of the general public or of their
fellow farmers.

As a result of increased ylelds, American
farmers in 1948 produced the largest corn
crop in history on the second smallest num-
ber of acres in 50 years, They produced the
second largest crop of potatoes in history
on the smallest number of acres in the past
70 years. Cotton, tobacco, wheat, and oats
are among other major crops for which yields
have been increasing.

There is good reason to believe that high-
level production will tend to continue and
that yields may continue to increase.

Even though economlc activity in the
United States continues at near-record levels
and forelgn demand for the products of our
soil may remain large for some time to come,
production of most agricultural commodi-
tles may easily out-run current high-level
demand. Our experience In this country
shows that full employment and high-level
economic activity do not automatically pro-
vide a good market for everything our farms
may produce. For example, with substan-
tlally full employment in 1923, our wheat
prices were abnormally low because of for-
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elgn surplus production. In 1826, we had
substantially full employment and a do-
mestic surplus of cotton. In 1829, we had
substantially full employment and were
struggling to get rid of our large 1928 wheat
crop.

Thus farmers have to prepare to moderate
production of some items to less than maxi-
mum capacity.

Failure to provide for adjustments in pro-
duction may result in burdensome surpluses
as well as continued unwise use of much of
our soll resources.

In view of the significant changes that
have taken place in the total volume and in
the pattern of agricultural production, there
is a need to reexamine our adjustment poli-
cles and programs in order to insure that
they realistically meet the problems that lie
ahead. In making this reexamination, care-
ful consideratlon must be given to providing
a combination of production and marketing
adjustment measures to balance supplies
with demand, give producers an opportu-
nity to contribute to farm income stabili-
zation, and provide reasonable limits to the
Government'’s financial assistance. My sug-
gestions regarding these, by commodity
groups, are outlined below:

Marketing quotas and acreage allotments
should continue to be avallable or be pro-
vided for commodities such as tobacco, cot=
ton, wheat, rice, corn, and peanuts, with
improvements based on experience.

Whenever acreage allotments or marketing
quotas are in effect on corn, acreage allot-
ments and marketing quotas should be avail-
able for use on other feed gralns and pos-
sibly rye. Such authorities are needed for
additional commodities, such as soybeans,
flaxseed, and dry edible beans,

The legislation should provide for acre-
age allotments, marketing quotas and mar-
keting agreements, and orders for fruits,
vegetables, and tree nuts. Producers of any
one of these commodities should be pro-
vided with adequate tools to develop a pro-
gram which would maintain or establish
balance between supplies and demand,
thereby providing a basls for price and in-
come stabilization.

The time may come when marketing
quotas or similar feasible devices may be
desirable for meat animals, dairy products,
poultry and eggs, although the need for
improving the dlets of consumers and for
encouraging conservation farming would not
so dictate at this time. For fluid milk,
marketing agreements and orders should be
continued.

Eligibility of a producer for participation
in the benefits of any price-support program
should be conditioned upon compliance with
or adoption of applicable programs of pro-
duction adjustment, marketing quotas or
agreements, and the carrying out of reason-
able conservation practice requirements,

Present legislation provides that the Sec-
retary of Agriculture may invoke acreage
allotments and marketing quotas in most in-
stances on the basis of supply in relation to
demand, and that producers determine in
a referendum whether they will regulate
themselves by approving the use of these de-
vices. With respect to such storable agri-
cultural commodities as soybeans, flaxseed,
dry edible beans, and dry field peas, as well
as the nonstorable crops, it is recommended
that acreage allotments or marketing quotas
should not be declared necessary until pro-
ducers have been given an opportunity by
the Secretary to vote on the question of in-
voking such measures in order to bring sup-
plles in line with demand and to qualify for
the price support requested.

A further limit on the extent of sup-
port is necessary if the public is not to pro-
vide financial encouragement for the con-
tinued development of extremely large-scale,
industrialized farming.

The program I have presented is desigaed
to raise the efficlency with which resources
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are used in agriculture. But our emphasis
upon efficiency must not be followed in dis=-
regard of maintaining a strong and self-
rellant rural population in America. In my
opinion, we would be wrong to allow our
programs to operate in such a way as to en=
courage the concentration of our farm land
into fewer and fewer hands.

As one means of implementing this con-
clusion, I suggest that the production of a
farm in excess of a predetermined amount
be not eligible for price support.

To determine the amount of commodities
per farm eligible for support, it 1s suggested
that we establish a common unit of measure=
ment applicable to all agricultural com=-
modities on which price supports may rea-
sonably be expected at some time. I am
suggesting a comparative unit, which would
be equal to 10 bushels of corn, almost 8
bushels of wheat, or a little more than 50
pounds of cofton. The equivalent in other
crops or commodities may be quickly com-
puted by relating their value to the value
of corn according to prices used in the price-
support standard. This is elaborated upon
in the attached table, exhibit D.

It is then suggested that not more than
1,800 comparative units per farm be eligible
for support. The effect would be about as
follows: The operators of all farms, no matter
how large, would receive benefits of the price-
support program to the extent of 1,800 units
of the commodities grown on that farm.
Farms which produce in excess of 1,800 units
would not enjoy support on the excess, This
would exclude part of the production on ap-
proximately 2 percent of the farms of the
Nation,

I have arrived at this recommendation with
considerable caution. If we are to encourage
the initiative of individual farm enterprisers
we must not set the eligibility point too low.
As a matter of fact, we need to place it as
high as possible and still preserve the es-
sential rural values I have mentloned. The
dividing point I am recommending has been
determined on the basls of Census material
relating to farms. This dividing point will
provide support for just about the amount
of production avallable for sale from our
largest family farms. Such a large family
farm would be a modern, mechanized, effi-
clently operated farm with some hired labor,
particularly durlng peak work periods, but
gtill a farm on which the farmer accepted full
responsibllity for the management and on
which the farmer and his family did a great
deal, if not the bulk, of the farm work.

CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS

SBummarizing the suggested program
methods, I would like to call your particular
attention to these points:

1. We would base price supports on a
realistic income standard, which is a more
fundamental base than price alone, and yet
we would continue operations in the price
field. The economy would continue to have
the same price-stabilizing benefits which
have been important contributions of past
programs,

2, This would not be just a support-and-
control program, It would directly encour-
age the movement of greater volume of com-
modities for which demand is elastic in rela-
tlon to price, as well as hold down the pro-
duction of surpluses. This will enable the
public to realize more direct benefits.

8. The recommended program makes
definite provisions for support of nonstorable
commodities, which represent about three-
fourths of cash farm receipts and which have
not been adequately covered before, Some of
these nonstorables would be eligible for the
same preferential treatment that storable
basics have received. This enables the pro-
gram to work more directly toward the de-
velopment of a production pattern in line
with people's needs and market demands.

4, The recommended program permits
plenty of leeway for enlarging farms in the
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interest of eficlency and better living stand-
ards, but it does not encourage the concen-
tration of production on extremely large
farms.

5. This program provides a closer tie be-
tween price supports and other parts of the
farm program and increases the responsibility
of farmers for carrying out the objectives of
national farm policy.

6. The suggested methods of operation are
not new in principle, and few are new in
practice,

So much for the program methods.

In the final analysis, a program cannot be
Judged by its aims and methods alone, but
by actual results. I believe the recommended
program will measure up to the standards I
mentioned in the beginning., It providesfarm
people with price and income supports and
the general economy with & large measure of
stability. It provides for ample reserves of
storable commodities needed for national se-
curlty and for carrying out our foreign policy.
It is reasonably simple and thereby subject
to efficient administration. It seeks not only
in general but in certain specific ways to as-
sure the general public with abundant food
at reasonable prices and thereby offers them
direct and tangible returns for money spent.

Having pointed out certain advantages of
the program, I also want to call attention to
some of its shortcomings.

In the first place, this program does not
close the gap between farm and nonfarm
income. It offers a realistic beginning,

In the second place, the price and income
supports I have suggested, in common with
all other price-support systems, falls short of
meeting the needs of those operators who
lack enough good land and enough capital to
produce the necessary volume with the neces-
sary efficlency for a good standard of living.
For those-operators and their families, an
expanded Farmers Home Administration pro-
gram is a basic need. We should also re-
member that opportunities in agriculture
are becoming more limited in number, both
for operators and labor.

We need a program of job training and
placement and some definite means of en-
couraging the development of industries in
underdeveloped areas if we are to avoid a
long-time problem of relief for those who
are crowded out or only partially employed.

{tglso c;.lli your attention to the fact that
nelther a price-support system nor prosperit
itself will assure the -consarva.tior? ofp:grlf
cultural resources on which we as a people
depend for our very lives. With the best
possible price-support system, we still need
an expanded soil-conservation program.

Price supports, of course, do not take care
of the problems of community services such
as electrical and telephone services and health
and education facilities. They do not affect
our need for research and education in agri-
culture and home economics, for cooperative
credit, or for various regulatory and service
functions.

The school-lunch program is also a con-
tinuing need. This program is somewhat re-
lated to the price-support program. As long
as it appears necessary to make direct pur-
chases of commodities for the purpose of
maintaining farm returns, we should plan
to dispose of what we acquire in constructive
ways, which certainly include school lunches,
Only about 6,900,000 children—approximately
a fourth of those now in school—are now
benefiting from the program, and on a
fourth of the lunches the program provides
for milk only.

These are the facts we should keep In mind
when we are considering outlets for farm
production, as well as when we consider the
primary purpose of the lunch program—the
welfare of the children,

Another program very important to main-
taining farm income and a continulty of
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production is crop Insurance. Price supports
are of no immediate importance to a farmer
who, because of natural hazards, 1s unable
to produce anything to sell. The crop-in-
surance program is designed to help the
farmer get back his seed, at least, enabling
him to get by until his next crop can be
harvested and sold. Without protection of
his investment the farmer who suffers a crop
disaster loses not only the benefit of the
current price support, but also a part of his
previous profits.

I am glad to note a few days ago that the
House Committee on Agriculture reported
favorably on the Department’s recommenda~-
tion to expand this program. I also share
the committee's enthusiasm for extension of
the multiple-crop-insurance system by which
a producer of diversified crops can buy a
simple policy to cover at least part of his
investment. The multiple-crop system fits
right into our aims for price support and
other programs. I hope that the sound oper-
ating experience of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Corporation in recent years will allow it
to grow until crop insurance is available to
every farmer.

In general, I would reemphasize the rec-
ommendations made by the Department of
Agriculture in 1947 with regard to the pro-
grams needed in addition to price supports.

All of these matters have their individual
places In our total agricultural policy of
abundance. Price support is not the only
matter that requires our attention, However,
it is the most immediate, pressing problem.
And I would say, further, that 1t must be the
heart of our policy, for it will determine to
quite an extent how successful the rest of
our programs can be. One thing is certain:
It would do little good to have a power line
to the farmstead or a hospital in the com-
munity if the crop produced will not return
enough money to enable the farmer to use the
avallable services.

In the final analysls, of course, the best
basic economlic ald for agriculture Is a fully
employed labor force at good wages. But
labor is not likely to be fully employed and
fndustry is not likely to be expanding produc-
tion when agriculture is in economic trouble.
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Agriculture is not merely a reciplent of good
fortune but a partner in the making of
prospert:

ty.

I am confident that by working together we
can develop a production and price-adjust-
ment program that will actively and posi=
tively serve the best Interests of all the people,

ExHIBIT A

PROVISIONAL DEFINITION OF INCOME-SUPFORT
STANDARD

The income-support standard in any year
shall be that level of total cash returns from
farm marketings which is equivalent in pur-
chasing power to the average purchasing
power of cash receipts from farm market-
ings during the 10 calendar years 1939
through 1948. Purchasing power in any year
shall be measured In terms of an index of
prices paid by farmers for goods and services,
including interest and taxes.

The following table and calculations show
how 1939-48 average purchasing power would
be calculated and adjusted to give an income
figure for 1950;

TasLE 1.—Cash receipts from farm market-
ings: Calculations of average purchasing
power, 1939-48, and of income-support
level for 1950

Purchas-
ing power
of cash re-

ceipts in

ons of

dollars
(column
(1) +col-
umn (2))

Cash re-
eeipts from
farm mar-

ketings?

Parity
in
(1939-48

00y

Year

sz333
=
8

1 Excluding Government payments, Cash receipts
for 1940 were estimated at $27,500,000,000 s

ExHIBIT B

APRIL 7

TasLe 1.—Cash receipts from farm market-
fngs: Calculations of averdge purchasing
power, 193948, and of income support level
for 1950—Continued

Purchas-
e
o re-
Cashre- [ ity | “coipts in
ceipts from (103048 millions of
var (G| e |00
83 100) o
Em]umn
1)+col-
umn (2})
48] @ @)
Millions of
larg
20, 360 99 20, 506
21, 520 101 21, 307
24, 864 113 22, 004
30, 186 135 22, 360
81,019 146 21, 246
19,018 100 18, 218

1, 193943 average purchasing power
in millions of 193948 douars.__ 18,218
2. Prices pald by farmers including
interest and taxes, basis parity
index for March 15, 1949 (1039-
48=100) 144
8. Equivalent 193948 purchasing
power at March 15, 1949 prices_. 26, 234

The support-price standard, or prices cor-
responding to the income-support standard,
would be calculated by multiplylng average
farm prices for the 10 immediately preced-
ing years by the ratio of the income stand-
ard to the average level of cash receipts
from farm marketings during the 10 im-
mediately preceding years, as follows:

4. Income-support level (at March 15,

1949, prices)
5. Estimated average cash receipts

from farm marketings, 1940—49__ 20, 880
6. Ratlo of income-support level to

1040-49 average cash receipts_._. 1.25

At the March 15, 1949, level of prices paid
by farmers, the adjustment factor to be

:fglsled to 1940-49 average prices would be

(Work table: Illustrative calculations only; shows probable relative differences for 1950)

Specified commodities: Illustration of caleulation of price-support standards for 1950 based on parity indez for Mar. 15, 1949, and esti-
mated average prices received by farmers, 1940-49

Average cash
Income Average Price su
suppors, | - grecepis | Adjastment m;eue.f’by standart,
Commodity (grouped aceording to present legislation) Unit standard marketings column e b
10501 1940-49 M + (2 1940491 WX @
) @ @) (0] ®)
Basie commodities: Million dollars | Million dollars Dollars Dollars
Wheat Bushel 26, 234 , 980 L1258 1. 50 1.88
Corn BRI T 26, 234 20, 980 125 1.17 1.46
Cotton Pound 26, 234 20, 930 1.25 L2230 . 2700
Rice. .. Bushel 26, 234 20, 980 1.25 LS81 2.26
P e e e ns 20, 234 20, 980 125 0756 . 0045
Tobacco:
Fl'l.'lc-(mr""‘ do 26, 234 20, 980 1.25 304 492
______ do. 26, 234 20, 980 1.25 397 400
Spedﬂed Bteagafl commodities: ¢
Butterlat. .. ooeafl0. 2 26, 234 20, 980 1.25 .£35 669
Milk, w Hundred 26, 234 20, 680 1.25 3.38 422
Hogs. do. 26, 234 20, 980 125 15,20 19, 00
E Dozen 26, 234 20, 080 125 . 366 458
Chickens. Pound 20, 234 20, 980 125 232 . 200
Flaxseed Bushel 26, 234 20, 980 125 3.4 4.30
R i it s i e a4 = 2 do 26, 234 20, 980 t 25 2.03 254
Beans, dry edible Hundredwelght.....ccoaveeee- 26, 234 20, 980 25 6,76 8.45
'otatoes Bushel 20, 234 20, 880 125 Ly 150
Other commodities
ittle, beel Hundredwelght, ........... 26, 234 20, 980 125 13.50 16. 90'
L AR I TR R B A T R TR, L 26, 234 080 12 14.70 18. 40
Oats 20, 234 , 950 25 .68 . 825
Barley do 20, 234 950 P 975 L22
plés. do . : 234 980 25 2.09 2.61
ool Pound 24 E. 980 .25 . 368 408
234 ), 980 1.25 18 1.96
1 Estimated.
3 Cash receipts from farm markeﬂnss for 1949 estimated at m,rm,oon 000.
# Prices for 1940 estimated basis current prices and t Jevels for 1040,
‘ Sweutpoutoes, dry fleld peas, American-Egyptian cotton, and turkeys are also Steagall commodities.
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(Work table: INlustrative calculations only; shows probable relative differences for 1950)
Specified commodities: Estimated alternative support standards for 1950 based on parity index for Mar, 15, 1949, and estimated average

prices received by farmers, 1940-49

Support range, title IT, Agricultural Act of 19048 3
Income-sup- | 80 percent cur-
Commodity (grouped according to present legislation) Unit port standard !| rent parity
€0 percent 72 pereent $0 percent
(¢}] (2) LE] “) (5)
Basle commodities: Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars
Wheat. Bushel. LB88 1,95 124 1.48 1.85
Corn do 1.46 1.42 90 1.08 1.35
Cotton Pound L2799 L2745 L1739 < 2087 L2603
Rice. . Bust 226 1.80 1.31 1.58 197
Peanuts Do B I T S . 0945 . 106 L0672 . 0806 L101
Tobacco:
Flue-cured awani O, 402 403 L .420
e AR RS SR T SRR S et (L QU] B do. 496 L5893 L434
Specified Steagall commodities: 2
1fas G L R R PR O oyl SR B e RS S [ e e . 669 . 582 4 584
Milk, wholesal Hundredweight...oeeeaaacaan 4.22 3.55 $3.70
T SR DU G S S S N R R W SR e R AT 19. 00 16.10 410, 60
EgP, Dozen . 458 470 4,453
Chickens. Pound. 200 252 4. 950
Flaxseed Bushel 4.30 3.74 §3.74
Soybeans o foit L T e 2 - e 2,54 2.12 42 91
Beans, dry edible. Hundredweight . -coocicoaaeas 8.45 7.46 47,37
Potatoes_ ... Bushel..... 1. 50 1.62 116 174
Other commodities:
Beef cattle. . Hundredweight - -ceeeeeeeeea- 16. 90 12.00 $14,80
Lam e e e L e e A do 3 18. 40 13. 00 416,00
Oats.. Bushel . 825 B84 1,840
Barley do 1.22 1.37 €1.30
Apples do. 2.61 212 deted IR 42.28
Wool Pound 408 405 e R A3
Oranges Box 1.96 3.32 : 13,16

11040-49 avenr:fe prices times 1.25. Prices for 1949 estimated basis current prices and announced or mandatory support levels for 1049,

* Based on p
corn, cotton, peanuls, eggs, oats, barley, and oranges,

i SBweetpotatoes, dry field peas, American-Egyptian cotton, and turkeys are also Steagall commodities.

{ Not more

Exmmsir D
Selected list of commodities showing quan-
tity equivalent to 1 unit (10 bushels corn)
valued at income-support standard prices

Quantity
equivalent
Commodity: to 1 unit
Wheat (bushels)ceoocacamaaaa- 7.77
Corn (bushelB) . oiocc i aaacanaa 10. 00
Cottorl (POUNAS) cacccmrmnraness 52,16
Rice (bushels) . o —cueooo 6. 46
Peanuts (pounds) - - ceceeeee 154, 97
Tobacco:

Flue-cured (pounds)-..weee- 20. 68
Burley (pounds).-- 29. 44
Butterfat (pounds) 21.82
Milk, whole (hundredwelight 3.46
Hogs (hundredweight) - ———- .76
Eggs (doZen) oo casinnna 31.88
Chickens (pounds) --c-cceeeeees 50.34
Flaxseed (bushels) ______________ 3.40
Soybeans (bushels) - __--_ 5.75
Beans, dry edible (hundred-
welght) 1. 78
Potatoes (bushels) . ___ - 9.18
Beef cattle (hundredweight)..... 0.86
Lambs (hundredweight) ——cecaaa .79
Oata (bushels) . e 17.70
Barley (bushels) - cccmmaeeaee 11.987
Apples (bushels) ee e cccmneneeea 5.659
Wool (pounds) .o eecveacemmm—a- 20,32
Oranges (DOXES) oo —mcmcmemm T7.45
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr.

President, I wish to say a word regarding
the importance of our present price-sup-
port program. If haslaid a good founda-
tion for a fuller and a more modern sup-
port program. A modern price-support
program, which provides for adequate
reserves, is as essential to our defense as
are modern airplanes, tanks, guns,
bombs, and a stock pile of strategic ma-
terials.

The income-support standard, as
recommended by the Secretary of Agri-
culture, is a compromise between sup-
porters of prices at 90 percent of parity

versus supporters of the flexible supports
ranging from 60 to 90 percent.

I have reviewed the recommendations
of Secretary Brannan during the past
2 days and am in full accord with his
objective, I agree with Secretary Bran-
nan that— 2 -

We need a realistic minimum below which
it is not in the interest of farmers or con-
sumers to allow farm prices to fall and above
which I would hope to find most farm prices
most of the time. It is the minimum level
from which we would be working toward
narrowing, and eventually closing, the his-
toric gap between farm and nonfarm in-
come.

I am wholeheartedly in favor of such
an objective.

The Secretary proposes a more modern
and simplified formula thai is the parity
formula heretofore used. The applica-
tion and administration of supports can
be effected more easily and promptly.
The farmer will know the minimum sup-
port level and will not have to guess
whether his crop is supported at 60 per-
cent, 72 percent, or 80 percent of parity.

As soon as a bill is presented, incor-
porating the recommendations of Secre-
tary Brannan, I shall ask the Senate
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry
to hold hearings, giving all interested
parties full opportunity to present their
views. We do not want this bill rushed
through the Congress in the heat of an
election or just before adjournment, as
happened last year. I shall do every-
thing in my power to see that it receives
careful and deliberate consideration and
passage through the Senate during this
session of the Congress.

Mr, President, I understand that the
full report to the Secretary of Agricul-
ture has now been made a part of the
RECORD.

-

ty revisions title 1T, Agricultural Act of 1948, including transitional parity prices which are 85 percent of present parity. Transitional parity prices are for wheat,

CONFIRMATION OF ARMED SERVICES
NOMINATIONS

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, as in
executive session, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate now consider vari-
ous nominations for promotion in the
armed services, which I have today re-
ported. I ask that the nominations be
confirmed and the President immedi-
ately notified. These are all routine
nominations, and there is no objection
to any of them from any source what-
soever. They come from the committee
with a unanimous report.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Reserving the right
to object, I take it that the Senator
does not intend that these names be in-
cluded on the roll call of this morning.
[Laughter.]

Mr. TYDINGS. These gentlemen will
take their places in that illustrious roll
call which includes the names of men
who wear the uniform of our country and
on occasion defend it from enemies who
attack.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoEy
in the chair). Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Maryland?
The Chair hears none, and, without ob-
jection, the nominations are confirmed
en bloc, and the President will be notified
at once.

AMERICANS FOR DEMOCRATIC ACTION

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr, President, I
should like to have an opportunity to
make a few remarks in reply to the com-
ments of the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
JENNER] in his reference to the organ-
ization known as the Americans for
Democratic Action and his reference to
the affiliation of the junior Senator from
Minnesota with that organization, as well
as his reference to a project which the
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organization has undertaken for the en-
couragement of travel on the part of
young Americans to Great Britain.

Just so that we may have it clear in
the REcoORD, I wish to read from the pro-
gram of the Americans for Demaocratic
Action as adopted on March 29 and 30,
1947, in the first organizational confer=-
ence in the city of Washington, D. C. I
read:

GENERAL PURPOSES

As Americans for Democratic Action, we
hold with the Declaration of Independence
that the purpose of government is to secure
to men the rights to life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness. We fight today in the
spirit of those who, through the course of
American history, have fought to enlarge and
vindicate these rights. Our objective s to
raise agaln the banner of progressivism in
America, the only banner under which the
free peoples of the world can be rallied
against totalitarianism.

It is our conviction that bread and free-
dom are ultimately interdependent, Our
program is directed toward this one goal:
a soclety in which each individual enjoys
the highest degree of liberty compatible with
justice and economic security for his fel-
lows.

By liberty we mean the fullest assurance
of those traditional rights which are based
on a profound belief in the dignity of the
individual: equality before the law and
freedom for all persons to speak, to write, to
worship, to vote, and to assemble as they
choose, without regard to race, creed, color,
natlonal origin, or economiec status.

By economic security we mean freedom
from want and a fair distribution of the
fruits of labor, More concretely, we mean
the guaranty of full and steady production
and employment; the protection of labor’s
right to organize democratically and bargain
collectively; fair levels of income and se-
curity for the farmer; assurance to genuinely
competitive business of fair opportunities
for efiicient production and expansion; pro-
tectlon of the people’s inheritance in natural
resources against waste and monopolistic
exploitation; and a system of minimum
wages and social insurance broad enough to
malntain adequate standards of nutrition,
education, medical care, and housing.

Mr. President, I put this into the Rec-
orD because I do not hesitate to say that
the Americans for Democratic Action
represent some of the finest traditions,
the hopes and aspirations for political
freedom and economic security, by the
American people.

There may be Senators, there may be
those in the House of Representatives,
and others throughout the country, who
are in disagreement with many of the
programs and objectives of Americans for
Democratic Action. We in this country
always reserve for ourselves the right to
disagree, to have honest differences of
opinion., But I want no one to feel, be-
cause of the remarks which have been
made on this floor, that this organiza-
tion is anything but a deeply sincere,
patriotic, liberal, American, freedom-
loving organization of people who are by
their own talents and their own achieve-
ments fine representatives of this Na-
tion. I will exclude from that group the
acting national chairman [Mr. HoMm-
PHREY].

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Mr. DONNELL. This is not in any
sense designed as a reflection, but merely
as a matter of identification. Will the
Senator be kind enough to tell us, if he
will, whether David Williams, director of
the London office, is the same David Wil-~
liams who is listed in the British Who's
Who as David James Williams, member
of Parliament, Liberal Neath division of
Glamorgan, since May 1945?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not know, but
I shall be more than happy to afford the
Senator the information, and it shall be
presented to him in his office.

Mr, DONNELL. Would the Senator be
kind enough, as I read the names, if he
can, to tell us who these gentlemen are?

Joseph L. Rauh, Jr., chairman of
the executive committee,

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
shall go into the matter of the person-
nel, without being too extensive in my
remarks, in order to give some idea of
the leadership and the affilliation of the
individuals connected with the Ameri-
cans for Democratic Action. I should
like to continue my remarks, and I am
sure that in what I say I shall be able to
answer the penetrating and sincere gues-
tions of the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
DoNNELL].

The first national chairman was Wil-
son W. Wyatt, the distinguished ex-may-
or of the city of Louisville, Ky., who was
a distinguished servant of his Govern-
ment as the National Housing Expediter.

The chairman of the executive com-

mittee in the early days of this organiza-
tion was a well-known and eminent econ-
omist, one who performed distinguished
service for his Government during the
period of the war, Leon Henderson.

The secretary of the national board,
about whom the Senator from Missouri
has inquired, is a young attorney in the
city of Washington, D. C,, who at one
time I believe worked in the Office of
Price Administration, and also with one
of the housing programs of the National
Government.

The gentleman who is known as the
national executive secretary has for many
years been affiliated with liberal and pro-
gressive organizations, such as the Union
for Democratic Action, which preceded
this organization. His name is Mr. James
Loeb, Jr.

I should like to call to the attention of
Senators some of the distinguished mem-
bers of this body and of the House of
Representatives who are proud to affil-
iate with the Americans for Democratic
Action.

I first refer to the new Senator from

North Carolina [Mr. Grazam], the former

president of the great University of North
Carolina, the man who was so eloguently,
and, let me say, so righteously defended
on the floor of the Senate by the senior
Senator from the State of North Caro-
lina [Mr. HoEy], is a vice chairman of
the Americans for Democratic Action.

Mr. JENNER. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Hoey in the chair). Does the Senator
from Minnesota yield to the Senator
from Indiana?

Mr. HUMPHREY,
yield.

I am happy to
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Mr. JENNER. Is not the gentleman
the Senator just referred to also a mem-
ber of 18 Communist-front organiza-
tions?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I shall reply to
the question from the Senator from
Indiana by saying that I know of no man
in the United States of America who has
a more distinguished, a more honored,
and a more desirable and worthy record
for public service and for devotion to
democratic principles and to the highest
ideals of this Republic and of this Na-
tion than the junior Senator from the
State of North Carolina. I am honored
to serve in the same body with him.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Y Mr. HUMPHREY, I yield for a ques-
on,

Mr. JENNER. Does the Senator think
it is highly desirable and patriotic to lend
one’s name to organizations that are
known in this country and classified by
the FBI and the Department of Justice
as Communist-front organizations?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Iwould replytothe
Senator’s question that I am not going to
involve myself in connection with a fur-
ther attack, such as has been conducted
on the floor of the Senate, upon the-
splendid reputation, the noble character,
the fine mind, and the excellent person
known as the junior Senator from North
Carolina. I think it is beneath the dig-
nity of this honorable body to engage in
such debate. His service to his country
is so outstanding that we should stand
here and give thanks to Divine Providence
that the distinguished Governor of that
State saw fit to appoint him fo this body
to fill the vacancy which occurred be-
cause of the passing of our late lamented
friend, Senator Broughton, of that fine
State.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. HUMPHREY,. I continue with my
remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Minnesota yield to the Sen-
ator from Missouri for a question?

Mr. DONNELL. Mr, President, I ask if
the Senator will yield for a further ques-
tion?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Iyieldtomy friend
from Missouri, yes.

Mr. DONNELL. My inquiry is this: I
understood the Senator to say that the
first president of the organization was
Mr. Wilson Wyatt?

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is correct.

Mr. DONNELL., And that Mr. Leon
Hendérson was connected with this or-
ganization.

Mr, HUMPHREY. Yes, indeed.

Mr. DONNELL., Mr, Leon Henderson
was the OPA Administrator?

Mr. HUMPHREY, Yes, he was.

Mr. DONNELL. And I believe the
Senator said that Mr. Joseph L. Rauh,
the chairman of the executive com-
mittee, has also been connected with the
Office of Price Administration?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I am not certain
of that. ”

Mr. DONNELL. I thought the Senator
so stated.
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Mr. HUMPHREY. He is a capable
attorney in the city of Washington, and
it is my understanding that he had at
one time an affiliation with that Admin-
istration.

I will now proceed, Mr. President.

Mr. DONNELL. I am sure the Sena-
tor would not object for another in-
quiry if he knew the object of the in-
quiry.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. I also ask if Mr,
Paul Porter was not connected with the
Office of Price Administration?

Mr, HUMPHREY. He was, as I
understand, appointed by the late Presi-
dent Franklin D. Roosevelt, and served
with the Office of Price Administration,
and, as reported on the floor of the Sen-
ate a few moments ago, he did serve as
publicity director for the Democratic
National Committee, and did serve like-
wise as Special Ambassador to the Greek
Government following the action 'of the
Congress of the United States on the
Greek-Turkish loan. He has served in
many distinguished capacities, and we
feel highly honored to have him as a
member of our organization.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further question?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Yes.

Mr. DONNELL, That is the same
Paul Porter who served on OPA, and in
other governmental organizations, and
is now a member of the board of Ameri-
cans for Democratic Action?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Yes, indeed.

Mr. DONNELL, Will the Senator
permit the question as to whether or not
Mr. David Ginsburg, the secretary of
the National Board of Americans for
Democratic Action, is the same Charles
David Ginsburg who is listed in Who's
Who in America as having been assist-
ant to Commissioner Leon Henderson?
Am I correct in that?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I believe he was.

Mr. DONNELL. Are there any other
members of the board who are connected
with either Mr. Leon Henderson or the
CPA, of whom the Senator knows?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not know, ex-
cept I would point out that the distin-
guished Governor of the State of Con-
necticut, the Honorable Chester Bowles,
is a member of Americans for Demo-
cratic Action, and, of course, lest any-
one have any doubt that the list of in-
dividuals was composed of none but Gov-
ernment officials, I would point out that
the very distinguished and honored
clergyman, from, I believe, the State of
Missouri, if I am not mistaken, Bishop
Scarleft——

Mr., DONNELL. Yes; indeed he is.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Served with dis-
tinction as a member of the board of
Americans for Democratic Action. I
would point out that the able theologian
of world renown, Dr. Reinhold Niebuhr,
serves on the board. I would point out
that the able junior Senator from the
State of Illinois [Mr. DovucrLas] is a mem-
ber of this organization. I would point
out that not only——

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President——

Mr. HUMFPHREY. Not only is the
junior Senator from Illinois a member,
but let us go to the other side of the
Capitol.
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Mr. DONNELL. Justa moment. Mr,
President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I do not yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Minnesota declines to yield,

Mr. DONNELL. Will not the Senator
from Minnesota yield for just one ques=
tion?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not yield.
Continuing my remarks——

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
not the Senator yield for one question?

Mr. HUMPHREY, No; I do not yield,
Mr. President.

Mr, DONNELL, Mr. President, may
I ask if the Senator will not yield for
just one question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Minnesota declines to yield.

Mr. DONNELL. I think the Senator
will be kind enough to yield if he under-
stands the object of the question.

Mr. HUMPHREY. No; I shall not
yield for questions for the moment. I
should like to point out——

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair repeats that the Senator from
Minnesota declines to yield.

Mr. DONNELL. Will not the Senator
yield so I may ask him a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator has declined to yield.

Mr. DONNELL. I am asking the Sen-
ator from Minnesota if he will yield for
one further question. I do not think he
will have any objection to yielding if he
knows the purport of the question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator has declined to yield. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota has the floor.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, 1
shall be very happy to yield at a later
moment. I do not want to deny my
friend the distinguished Senator from
Missouri the opportunity to interrogate
me, but I want to continue because there
has been some reflection cast upon thiis
organization.

I point out that the distinguished and
able Congresswoman from California,
HELEN GaHAGAN Doucras, is a member of
the Americans for Democratic Action.
The able Representative from Wiscon-
sin, ANDREwW J. BIEMILLER, and the able
Representative from Kansas City, Mo.,
Mr. RicaArp Borring, are members of
this organization. Representative YatEs,
of Illinois, and Representative HOLIFIELD,
of California are members oi this or-
ganization. These are, to mention but a
few, individuals who are dedicated to
what? Who are dedicated to the prin-
ciple of political liberty for the American
people, with the hope of being able to
assist the rest of the world in the secur-
ing of political freedom and some sem-
blance of economic security.

Now, without any further remarks as
to the nature of the organization, of
which I am very proud to be the acting
national chairman. It is an organiza-
tion which includes some of the distin-
guished labor leaders of this country, men
of character and above reproach. It is
an organization which includes members
of the clergy, of the business community,
outstanding educators, professional peo-
ple. It is an organization which has
dedicated itself to one thing—to ally it-
self with groups of independent people
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in this country, progressive liberal-
minded people who are unalterably op-
posed to any kind of totalitarianism,
whether from the left or from the right.
It is an organization which sees commu-
nism and fascism as twin brothers, as
equal evils, It is an organization which
recognizes that we do not fight commu-
nism and fascism just by saying we are
against it; an organization that recog-
nizes that communism and fascism are
the end products of a decadent, degen-
erate, and broken-down political and
economic society.

The Americans for Democratic Action
is determined to do its little part—and
I say little part because it is a small
organization—to bolster up in this Na-
tion and in other nations those demo-
cratic forces which believe in human lib-
erty so that they can withstand the on-
slaughts of the viciousness and the vil-
liany of totalitarian forces within our
own country as well as totalitarian forces
outside our country,

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Minnesota yield to the
Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. IIUMPHREY. I decline to yield at
this time, Mr. President.

I listened today to the remarks of the
distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr.
JENNER] in which he said that he was
perturbed and disturbed because here
was an organization which was suggest-
ing to young people, young Americans,
that they take a trip, that they go to
England and that when there in England
they study the Labor Party, which is the
majority party in England; that they
study the Workers' Education Associa-
tion, which has had a long history in
Great Britain, an organization which has
had a longer history in Norway, Sweden,
and Denmark; that these young people
when they go to England should view and
study and be brought into contact with
the Trade Union Congress. This is noth-
ing more or less than the great labor
movement of Great Britain. It is sug-
gested that they should be brought into
contact with and should have the op-
portunity to learn about the Fabian
Society.

Mr. President, I submit that the best
way we can build international good will
and the greatest means we can use to
build peace and understanding in this
world is to know each other.

Not only do I encourage young Ameri-
cans to go to England; not only do I
encourage them to study the Labor Gov-
ernment of England, but I encourage
them to study the Conservative Party
and the Liberal Party. Iencouragethem
to go to Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Hol-
land, Belgium, France, western Ger-
many, and Italy. I encourage them to
become citizens of the world. They can
become citizens of the world only if they
have an opportunity to learn about the
world in which they live. If it is wrong
to encourage young men and women to
inform themselves, to open up their
minds, to see how other people live, and
to form judgments on the basis of their
own experience, I stand eternally con=-
demned as being consistently and per-
petually wrong.
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In my judgment, commerce between
the nations promotes peace. Cultural
interchange among the nations pro-
motes peace and understanding, I only
wish that every young American could
come to Washington and study his Gov-
ernment. I wish we could recognize that
ve are living in one world, and that
kooner or later every young American
should have the opportunity to study the
kind of world in which he lives, the world
which will affect the future course of his
life,

Why is it considered that there may be
danger in the program of sending young
men and women to England? Because
the Labor Government is in power. Lest
anyone misunderstand my remarks, let
me make my position clear. I do not be-
lieve in socialism. I do not believe in
any type of collectivism. I believe in free
enterprise. That is the kind of life in
which I was brought up. That is the
kind of background from whence I came.
However, I believe that the purpose of
economic institutions is to serve the peo-
ple. Not long ago I heard the senior
Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART]
state on the floor of the Senate that the
reason some countries were turning to
socialism was that the old systems were
not meeting the needs of the people. I
point out that perhaps one of the rea-
sons they are turning to socialism is that
the old systems simply do not give the
answer to the human needs. In the so-
called good old days, the coal miners of
England did not have their needs met.
The people of England did not have op-
portunity for health services, education-
al services, and the other things they
needed. They turned to a different eco-
nomic system.

I remind my distinguished colleagues
that we ought to get down on our knees
and thank God that Great Britain to-
day is a nation which has dedicated her-
self to the continuance and preservation
of the great traditions for which she is
so well known.

What traditions? Free speech, for
one. Remember that out of Britain
came the Magna Carta. Another tradi-
tion is freedom of the press. Others are
freedom of religion, freedom to worship,
freedom to assemble, freedom to peti-
tion, and freedom of political action and
participation. In every newspaper we
hear about Britain and her new experi-
ment. We read that an election is com-
ing on. The British pioneered demo-
cratic processes.

I have been reminded by the junior
Senator from Indiana that democracy is
apparently something that we do not
have; not only is it something we do not
have, but that there is danger of democ-
racy degenerating into gang rule. I do
not wish to misrepresent the remarks
which have been made on the floor of
the Senate today, but I ask Senators to
look at them in the RECORD.

I admit that democracy is not a form
of government. Democracy is a spirit
of government. Democracy is the spirit
of human personality. It is something
which may be classified as intangible.
It is a basic, fundamental belief that
every human being is worthy of respect
and of dignified treatment. It is a basic
realization that we are created in the
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image of our Maker, and that there is
something very precious about human
life, the human soul, the human mind,
the human body. That is what we
mean when we talk about the spirit of
democracy. It means the dignity of the
individual, and respect for his person-
ality, It means the freedom of con-
science to seek the truth, so that the
truth may make us free.

We who believe in the democratic
spirit also believe that there is a frater-
nity of mankind, and that all men are
equal under the law and in the eyes of
their Maker.

In the spirit of democracy we have
many forms of government. We have
a republic with a federal system, such
as exists in the United States. A re-
public is a structure of government; but
I submit that a republic without a demo-
cratic philosophy could be tyrannical.
It is the spirit of democracy which gives
to it the kindly touch, the human ele-
ment of understanding, and the char-
acteristic of decency. England is liv-
ing within the democratic tradition, yet
her form of government is that of a
king and parliament. Norway is a
kingdom, as is Sweden; but I ask my
colleagues, Would any Member of the
Senate rise and say that Norway is not
democratic, or that Sweden or Den-
mark have not aspired to the highest
traditions of democracy? Yet they are
not republics.

How do they live? They live in the
spirit of mutual respect for fellow citi-
zens. They recognize that the only
justification of any kind of institution
is what it does to promote the welfare
of the people, and to enrich the lives
and enlighten the mind of every hu-
man being. That is what we mean
when we talk about democracy.

I submit that Britain stands today
just as she stood in 1940 after the ter-

ble disaster at Dunkerque. Britain
stood her ground then and now as one of
the main bulwarks against the forces of
darkness in Europe. _Even as we were
making up our own minds about our
foreign policy she did not turn to com-
munism. She did not turn to fascism.
She turned back into the richness of her
own experience and her own under-
standing of her own problems. Out of
that decision came a Labor government.
I am proud to say that it is one of the
greatest tributes to working men and
women that they could provide for Brit-
ian a government of their own—a free
government for a free people.

The Labor Party includes professors,
doctors, lawyers, bankers, and business-
men. The Labor Party of Great Britain
is not made up solely of members of
labor unions.

Mr, BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I decline to yield
at this time.

The Labor Party of Britain is made up
of a broad cross section of its people,
as is the Labor Party of Norway, Den-
mark, and Sweden. Even kings have
learned to work with and to admire, re-
spect, and pay tribute to the great lead-
ership which comes from the Labor
Party ranks. Since when did we become
so fearful of free labor? When did we
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become such highbrows? This country
is made up of decendants of the embat-
tled farmers who stood at Lexington and
Concord, and of the workers. Prac-
tically every Member of the Senate
points with pride to the days when he
worked for a living, We still work for a
living—Ilest anyone misunderstands my
remarks. We point with justifiable pride
to the fact that we came up the hard
way. There were no silver spoons in our
mouths. But while we talk about the
dignity of labor, we are unwilling to rec-
ognize it when the name of labor is at-
tached to some political organization
which may be successful.

Mr. President, it would be a good thing
for thousands of Americans, both young
and old, to visit Britain. Perhaps it is
not our youth who should take the trip.
Possibly the trip should be taken by
adults, so that we may better understand
what is happening in that great country.

Mr. President, I did not intend to say
a word in this debate over the contin-
uance of the authorization for the Eco-
nomic Cooperation Administration. I
recognize that possibly I am a little out of
line in even rising at this point; but I
felt that there was involved a question of
personal privilege. I cannot sit silently
in my seat and hear an organization
with which I am closely affiliated
brought under attack. I must rise to
its defense.

I do not say that it has all the answers.
It is attempting, in the democratic Amer-
ican way, to find the answers through
political education and understanding.

I stated that I did not intend to inter-
ject any of my personal opinions with
respect to the continuation of ECA, but
I shall do so. I believe in it. I believed
in the Marshall plan when it was first
enunciated by General Marshall. I be-
lieved in it when the Eightieth Congress
passed an authorization and passed an
appropriation. The debate in this
Chamber has indicated, without the
shadow of a doubt, its success. Those
who attack Britain for her weaknesses
and her failures when young Americans
plan to go there and learn about the
British Labor Government are the same
ones who a short time ago were show-
ing how Britain had increased her pro-
duction under the Labor Government.
They are the same Senators who said
no longer do the great British people
need any American help, because, as has
been said, the British economy had re-
covered. They say coal production has
increased, they point out that steel pro-
duction has increased. These same gen-
tlemen say the British are doing very
well.

I should think that young Americans
would like to see such genius at work and
see such great ability pouring out the
treasures of the earth in the form of the
finest products of the British factories.

Oh, no, Mr. President; ECA is work-
ing, but it is now at its critical point.
Just as war appropriations were made,
so it is that peace appropriations need
to be made. This great body appro-
priated $450,000,000,000 in 5 years for the
prosecution of the world’s greatest war—
and for its successful prosecution. I
submit to you, Mr. President, that when
victory was within our grasp in 1944,
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when the enemy was on the retreat,
when the Nazis had been stopped on the
cold plains before Stalingrad and when
the Japanese were being pushed out of
their strongholds in the South Pacific,
when victory seemed in our grasp, did
the Congress of the United States say,
“Let us cut down the appropriations now;
it looks as if we will win the war, let us
take it easy and go slow on the spending
of money”? No, Mr. President, not at
all, not on your life, because that was a
fight to the death; it was the battle of
the century. I submit to you that at
that time the Congress continued to ap-
propriate vast sums of money to win the
war. The action of the Congress was
wise then—it will be equally wise to au-
thorize the peace program of ECA.

Mr, President, we have a war on our
hands, and it will not be won by false
economy. It is a cold war, and it can be
won only by the warmth of democratic
ideas and performance coming from this
Nation—the ideas of democratic living,
backed up by the substance for which
this Nation is so well known—backed up
by its money, its diplomatic pledges, its
political genius, its industry and scien-
tific accomplishment. I submit that we
would be making a tragic mistake if in
any way we were seriously to amend the
proposal of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee of the United States Senate which
provides that we should go ahead. Yes,
Mr. President, go ahead with the renewal
of authorization for ECA. We must un-
derstand the kind of world we live in as
we expend this money. We must under-
stand that the hope for freedom in the
world does not lie in the debunked, bank-
rupt, morally degenerate leadership of
the past in Europe or in Asia. Nor does
it lie in any type of streamlined brutality
such as communism. The hope for free-
dom and peace in the future lies in people
such as those in the British Labor Party.
It rests with people in the Social Demo-
cratic forces of western Germany, not
in the cartelists or the monopolists or
the old aristocrats of privilege who were
the “big shots” of the pre-Hitler or Hit-
ler days. The hope for freedom rests
with the untapped resources of young
men and women rising above the miser-
ies of World War II. It rests with the
Iabor and cooperative organizations of
Europe and Asia. It is to be found in
the natives in colonial areas who are
aspiring for the freedom which I heard

- the distinguished Senators from Oregon
and Maine [Mr. Morse and Mr. BREw-
sTER] speak for so eloquently.

Yes, Mr. President, the junior Senator
from Minnesota holds those same beliefs.
He does not believe there can be nobil-
ity of democratic purpose in Europe and
at the same time an underwriting of the
most miserable type of imperialism and
colonialism in Asia. It is about time that
we made our position clear, Mr. Presi-
dent., We cannot be for freedom in Eu-
rope and colonialism and enslavement
in Asia. This it one world. If requires
one foreign policy.

Yes, we may be winning the war for
recovery in Europe, but we are losing the
minds and souls and hearts of millions
and millions of backward peoples who are
aspiring to be free men and women, on
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the continent of Asia and in many other
areas of the world.

So I wish to have the ECA authoriza-
tion provided; yes, indeed, I do, Mr. Pres-
ident; but I also want full appropriations
made for it; and then I want the kind of
humanitarian administration and policy
not only from ECA, but from our State
Department and from this Congress, so
that the people of the world will under-
stand, as they may read the CoNgres-
stoNnaL REecorp, if they do, or as their
leaders may read it, that here there is
no spirit of denial of opportunity. Here
in America we believe that the little peo-
ple should have an opportunity to become
big people, that we would like to see op-
portunity provided for every person in
the world to make something out of his
life, I want our policy to carry forward
the democratic hopes and aims of our
people.

A utopian dream, you say? 1 agree,
Mr, President; but it is about time that
we realized the crucial situation that
faces us. It is about time that we real-
ized how important a man Pandit Nehru
is, in India—a great believer in freedom;
and we cannot afford to wait until we
have another conflagration on our
hands, before we come to the rescue.
Mr. President, we have had fire-depart-
ment tactics for far too long—tactics by
which we wait until there is a conflagra-
tion, and then send for the foreign-policy
fire department.

I think it is time that we move on the
offensive—the moral, political, and eco-
nomic offensive. The Marshall plan was
an important step on that offensive. It
was a step in the right direction; and it
has worked. Now we need, not less of it,
but more of it. Every dollar we spend
will come back to us a hundredfold—
back to us in good will, in security, in
peace and freedom.

Mr. President, there are still some
truths that need to be enunciated; there
are still some things that need to be said.
It is still better to give than to receive.
It is more noble to serve than to be
served, Those are basic truths that
every one of us was taught, and I think it
is about time that we applied them in
our polities, in particular, international
politics. It is in the field of our foreign
policy that it will count most. Whether
we have peace or war, freedom or en-
slavement, does not depend just on what
we do in our domestic policy, although
that has its effect. It depends in a great
part upon what we do in our foreign
policy.

Mr. President, I commend the Mem-
bers of this body and of the House of
Representatives who in the past voted
in the affirmative, and will do it in the
future, for the continuance and exten-
sion and broadening of the purposes and
objectives of the Economic Cooperation
Administration.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. First of all, I wish to
ask the Senator's pardon for my per-
sistence a few minutes ago in asking him
to yield. I thought the question I wished
to ask him then was appropriate at that
time, although of course it was entirely
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proper for the Senator to ask me to post-
pone my inquiry.

I wish to say now that in addition to
Mr, Leon Henderson, who was OPA Ad-
ministrator and is connected with Amer-
icans for Democratic Action; and in ad-
dition to Mr. Joseph L. Rauh, whom the
Senator from Minnesota thinks probably
was with Mr. Henderson in OPA; and in
addition to Mr. Paul Porter, who was
connected with the OPA, I wish to ask
the Senator whether Mr, Chester Bowles,
whom I also mentioned as having been
connected with Americans for Demo-
cratic Action, was also connected with
the OPA?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Yes,
was.

Mr, DONNELL, I ask further whether
the David Ginsburg who is listed in the
pamphlet as secretary of the national
board of Americans for Democratic Ac- .
tion is not only the same Charles David
Ginsburg who was, as I said a moment
ago, assistant to Leon Henderson—who
was then, I may add, on the Securities
and Exchange Commission—but is also
the same Charles David Ginshurg who
was general counsel of the Office of Price
Administration and Civilian Supply?

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is his very
distinguished record, but only in part, let
me say. Hisrecord is quite distinguished.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further question
in reference to the personnel listed in
this document?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. Does the Senator
know who George Edwards is?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I certainly do,and I
am very happy to reply to the question of
the able Senator from Missouri. George
Edwards is president of the city council of
the great city of Detroit, Mich. He
is without doubt, in my opinion, one of
the ablest young men in America, and I
am sure he will be heard from in the not-
too-distant future; in fact, if I may be
permitted to say so, he may well aspire
to a higher office in that great and beloved
State.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr President, will
the Senator yield for a further inquiry?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. Does the Senator
from Minnesota know who Hugo Ernst is?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I certainly do. I
shall reply by saying that Hugo Ernst is
one of the members and officers of the
American Federation of Labor, a vital
part of the greatest free labor movement
in the world, and one of which we can
justifiably be proud. Hugo Ernst is at
the present time president of the Inter-
national Hotel and Restaurant Workers,
and he has an enviable reputation for
sincere and constructive labor relations.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. I further note in the
list of officers of Americans for Demo-
cratic Action, the name of Mr. Emil
Rieve. I ask the Senator whether he is
the same Emil Rieve who has been pres-
ident, and perhaps still is, of the Textile
Workers of America, and vice president
gif thg Congress of Industrial Organiza-

ons

indeed; he
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Mr. HUMPHREY. I was golng to save
the time of the Senator from Missouri
by giving him a thumbnail character
sketch of Mr. Emil Rieve, who is Inter=-
national President of the Textile Work-
ers of America, CIO, and is well known
in some of the New England States and
some of the Southern States. I am quite
sure that many of our colleagues hold
him in the highest respect. He is, to my
mind, one of the outstanding labor lead-
ers in the free labor movement in Amer=
fca.

Mr. DONNELL, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further question?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. I do not think I asked
the Senator about Louis H, Harris, who
is listed on this publication as treasurer,

Mr. HUMPHREY, He is an outstand-
ing businessman in the city of New York

. who, I understand, has done very well
in this free economy of ours. He has con-
tinued on in the liberal tradition and
with his liberal spirit has served very
capably for more than 2 years as
treasurer of Americans for Democratic
Action,

Mr. DONNELL. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. Let me say that in-
advertently I overlooked in the list the
name of Franklin D. Roosevelt, Jr., whom
all of us know, and whose reputation
stands without any comment of my own.

Mr. HUMPHREY, I should like to
make & comment. Mr. President, I
think his reputation is of the very high-
est. Franklin D. Roosevelt, Jr., as all of
us know, is the son of a very distinguished
father, I think he will equally dis-
tinguish himself, and I am looking for-
ward to the day in the not-too-distant
future when he will serve as a Member
of the House of Representatives of the
United States Congress.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further inquiry?

Mr. HUMPHREY. 1 yield.

Mr, DONNELL. I believe the Senator
said that he does not know whether
David Williams, the director of the Lon-
don office is the same David Williams
who is a member of the British Parlia-
ment, and whose name I gave a few
moments ago from the British list.

Mr, HUMPHREY. I must reply to the
Senator from Missouri that I do not
know, but I may say I shall be more than
happy to provide the Senator with that
information. I hope that he is a mem-
ber of Parliament because if he is a mem-
ber, it would add greater stature to our
organization.

Mr., DONNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for the names of two
other individuals listed on this document?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I yield.

Mr. DONNELL. Will the Senator be
kind enough to tell us who they are, if
he knows? One is Mrs. Frances Adams,
State trip director, and Mr, Fritz Mon-
dale, executive secretary?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mrs. Frances

Adams, as I understand is a resident of

the city of Washington, D. C., and her
title is exactly as it is stated on the bul-
letin. She has worked with the local
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chapter of the Washington, D. C., com-
mittee of the Americans for Democratic
Action. In reference to Mr. Fritz Mon-
dale, I may speak with a certain amount
of State pride. Mr. Mondale comes from
a very distinguished family residing in
the southern part of Minnesota, a family
residing on one of our fine Minnesota
farms, in the richest farmland in the
world. He was a student at Macalester
College in St. Paul, one of the finest in-
stitutions of the arts and sciences in the
Nation. He was a student at the time the
junior Senator from Minnesota was pro-
fessor of political science at Macalester
College. I am happy to know I was suf-
ficiently able to inspire him to enter into
such political activity as that which he
is now engaged. He is a field representa-
tive of the Students for Democratic Ac-
tion—an afliliate of the Americans for
Democratic Action.

Mr, DONNELL. Mr. President, I very
much appreciate the Senator’s courtesy
in answering the question. I hope the
Senator again will pardon me for the

interruption.

Mr, I thank the Sena-
tor.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, before the
Senator yields the floor, I should like to
ask him a question. But I will wait.

Mr, HUMPHREY. I shall be more
than happy to receive the Senator's
question.

Mr. KEM. I merely wanted to say I
have listened to the interesting and in-
telligent remarks of the Senator from
Minnesota, and I should like to ask him,
in order to keep the RECORD clear,
whether during the period in which he
held the attention of the Senate, he was
disturbed by any calls for a vote, or other
manifestations of impatience on the part
of any of those who happen to hold views
contrary to his, on some of the features
of the pending legislation.

Mr. HUMPHREY, I am happy to re-
ly to the Senator’s question by saying
have always been treated with the ut-

most courtesy by Members of the United
Btates Senate. But I feel that the Sena-
tors who serve as members of the Foreign
Relations Committee and those who are
anxious to have this legislation voted
upon could well have chastised the junior
Benator from Minnesota for taking up
this time, and I have noticed that some
of them have become a bit restless, and
well they may. I may say to them that
the only reason the junior Senator from
Minnesota rose to his feet today was to
defend the reputation and the character
of a splendid organiztion. I urge, and
then I shall take my seat, that we carry
on with the debate, come to a vote, and
finally authorize the full amount for the
Economic Cooperation Administration.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Minnesota yield further to
the Senator from Missouri?

Mr, HUMPHREY, On the Senator’s
time, yes. I shall be happy to yield.

Mr. EEM. I should like to ask the
Benator whether he feels that the Sena-
tor from Texas or any other of the senior
Members of this body are exempt from
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either the rules of the Senate or the
ordinary considerations of courtesy be-
tween gentlemen?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I surely do not,
Mr. President. I believe that every Mem-
ber of the Senate is worthy of the utmost
courtesy and fullest opportunity of ex-
tended dehate.

Mr. BRIDGES and Mr. LODGE ad-
dressed the chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Minnesota yield; if so, to
whom ?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield first to the
Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator made two
or three statements which particularly
interested me. In a general sort of way,
with respect to his general objective, I,
of course, agree. But the Senator made
the statement that the Marshall plan
so-called, or ECA, was the first move and
contribution this country had made to-
ward world freedom and democracy. I
wonder whether the Senator wants that
statement to stand. Had we not taken
other steps, prior to that, such as aid to
Greece and Turkey, our action with re-
spect to Bretton Woods, the United Na-
tions, and many other things which were
milestones in their day?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I appreciate, Mr.
President, the opportunity which has
been afforded me by the distinguished
Senator to correct my statement. I
should like to say that this Nation, since
the time of World War II, has been in the
forefront for the promotion of world un-
derstanding and world cooperation, I
thoroughly concur in the leadership this
Nation gave to the establishment of the
United Nations, the World Bank, and the
Bretton Woods Agreement. I believe we
have done great things in the good-
neighbor policy, and I believe we have
done wonderful work in the establish-
ment and promotion of world under-
standing through aiding in the estab-
lishment of many United Nations organi-
zations. We made great progress in the
case of the British loan., But I say the
Marshall plan, the program for eco-
nomic cooperation, has been the most
successful and most brilliant chapter in
American aid for world recovery and for
the maintenance of the hope of freedom
and security in the world. I think it has
been our most brilliant chapter.,

Mr. BRIDGES. The impression the
Benator wanted to leave was that it is
the most successful, rather than the only -
one, was it not?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I certainly do, and
I appreciate the correction.

Mr, BRIDGES. I should like to sug-
gest two other questions, if I may. The
Senator referred to totalitarian forces
in our country who were trying to destroy
it. The Senator did not identify them.
Would the Senator identify them?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I am more than
happy to identify totalitarian forces,
because I think the only way we can do
away with them is by way of accurate
identification, by the kind of identifica-
tion whereby we really put the label on
people who deserve the label, and not
promiscuously use a general plastering
of labels which are so easily kicked
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around. The Communist Party and its
membership constitutes a subversive
force in the United States of America,
and the best way to thwart their activi-
ties or to demonstrate their ineffective-
ness is by strengthening the American
economy. The Communist part is but
one of the subversive forces.

I should like to point out that I think
there have been other forces that have
been subversive, such as the Silver
Shirts, the Ku Klux Klan, the Christian
Fronters—Fascist organizations—and to
me it makes no difference whether it
be a dictatorship of the proletariat or a
dictatorship of the elite, it is still a
dictatorship. Whether elite or prole-
tarian, they soon acquire the same beast-
like habits once they obtain omnipotent
power,

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yleld further?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. In that case, what
does the Senator say about some of the
people who are affiliated with his organ-
jzation, if they are, who are members of
Communist-front organizations, and so
designated by the Department of Jus-
tice? The Senator just said the Com-
munist Party is the greatest totalitarian
threat to this country. What does the
Senator say about some of the people
who are associated with his movement
if they are affiliated with Communistic
forces? I am not charging they are,
but I say, if they are.

Mr.HUMPHREY. Iimagine that every
American has made some political mis-
takes in his life. I imagine that every
citizen and every man, woman, and child
has not always lived a life without sin,
and as is repeated so often, “There is
more rejoicing in heaven over one sinner
that repents,” than there is sometimes
over the 99 who have remained true and
faithful. There have been people, inno-
cent people, who have been sucked into
Communist-front organizations by clever
front operators, but I am happy to say
that the Americans for Democratic Ac-
tion more than any other single political
group in this country has exposed the
them for what they are. When a man
front organizations and has exposed
has at some time or another found him-
self affiliated with an organization which
he later found to be unworthy of his
support, and to be undemocratic and un-
American and thereupon disassociated
himself, he has exemplified great cour-
age. He has admitted that it Is possible
to make mistakes. But he has braved
the storm of rebuke and criticism and
admitted his errors. He should be wel-
comed back. I should hesitate to go
through the political, economic, social,
and personal record of every person who
belongs to the Republican Party or to
the Democratic Party or is a Member
of the House of Representatives, the
Senate, or any other honorable body. I
am sure all of us would find a few skele-
tons in our closet. What is important
is, Where do people stand now? What
are they thinking and doing today?
Have they made up their minds that
there is an irreconcilable ideological con-
flict in the world? Do they know their
position? I know of no man who is a
member of the board of the Americans
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for Democratic Action who does not
know what his position is, and I may say
to the Senator that I surmise the mem-
bers of that organization could detect a
“commie” so much faster than some of
the people who do all the talking about
“commies” that it would be almost
ridiculous.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield for a
question.

Mr. BRIDGES. I noticed in the Sen=-
ator's speech he did not refer to commu-
nism as being a threat. I am glad to
have him identify it now as such.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Then, Mr. Presi-
dent, I think I should correct the REcorb.
The junior Senator from Minnesota not
only referred to communism as a threat,
but he referred to all forms of totali-
tarianism as a threat to freedom, to
peace, and to security. Let there be no
doubt about that.

Mr. BRIDGES. If the Senator will
yield further, he has just now stated it,
but I did not notice that in the main
body of his speech he mentioned them
specifically.

Mr, HUMPHREY. The Senator from
Minnesota mentioned them specifically.
He has done so not only by speech, but

as one person in the great ferment of

American politics, he has urged that
all of us make our confribution—and I
have made mine—toward the exposure
and the defeat of those who would en-
snare people into the front organiza-
tions, and other organizations which
would try to discourage and deceive the
liberal democratic movement in this
country. We have had some success,
and if we can receive the cooperation of
those who so willingly use the label and
the brush of communism, and make sure
they understand the identification, so
they know of whom they are talking, I
do not think we will have much trouble,
The real problem is that communism
can hide behind a great smoke screen,
because too many unthinking people call
other persons Communists without any
appreciation or understanding of the
term or the philosophy.

Mr., BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr, HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator said, in
effect, that persons who have been sin=-
ners may dissociate themselves from g
Communist organization, and he sees no
harm in it, because it is better to have
those persons back in the fold and to
go along with those who are living a pure
life. But if such persons do not dis-
sociate themselves from Communist or-
ganizations, what does the Senator say
about that?

Mr. HUMPHREY. What he has al-
ways said. It is time for the American
people to make their choice; it is time to
come clean. We cannot have half-
baked ideas about being able to cooper-
ate and work with those who do not be-
lieve in democratic principles. I mean
the democratic way of life. I believe
that people should stand up and be
counted. I have said that a number of
times. I believe that persons who are
challenged as Communists should say
one thing or the other, “I am not” or
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“I am.” That iIs all that i1s necessary.
But I caution those who make the ac-
cusation, that when we steal a man’s
character we steal something which is
very important; and before we start to
defile character we should be extremely
certain of our facts. We must recog-
nize that while there may be an or-
ganization which has a taint about it, it
does not mean that everyone within the
organization is tainted. It may mean
that someone has been led into a false
path. It is our job to lead them out. I
would solicit support for the organiza-
tion of which I speak, Americans for
Democratic Action. Let me point out
that the only way we can deal with Fas-
cists and Communists is realize their ob-
Jectives and their tactics. The best way
to answer them is to build a dynamic
healthy society, which does not leave
any potential converts for them.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. If a man becomes as-
sociated with or a member of a Commu-
nist-front organization, who has the
burden to dissociate himself? Is the
burden not on the individual, and if the
individual fails to dissociate himself, is
it not reasonable to assume that there
may be some tendencies in the man’s
character which would bear watching?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not care to
read into anyone’s character what may
not be in it. I know the position I would
take, and I think I am right. I believe
the promiscuous calling of names and the
use of labels in America has done morae
to foster the growth of communism in
this country than has any other one sin-
gle factor. I think the willingness to
put the tag of Communist or Fascist on
anyone with whom we do not agree has
been a protective screen behind which
the real Fascists and Communists can
hide.

It is not very fashionable to talk about
Fascists any more, but I should like to
remind the Senate that there are Fas-
cists who are just as dangerous as are
Communists. It was the Fascists who
precipitated the war and almost de-
stroyed the world. Out of their folly
and misery arose the threat of commu-~
nism which we face today. I want peo-
ple to dissociate themselves from any
antidemocratic group, but I cannot tell
a man that he has to dissociate himself
from an organization to which he be-
longs. He has to live with his own soul
and with his own conscience. I believe
that every person in America has a right
to live according to his own conscience.
He has a right to join any church or any
political party he may want to join. All
I want him to do is to stand up and pro-
claim his affiliation.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. Can the Senator con-
demn communism, the Communist
Party, and Communist-front organiza-
tions, and then attempt to close his eyes
to a man’s not dissociating himself from
such an organization when the character
gr the organization becomes known to

im?
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Mr. HUMPHREY. Isay to the distin-
guished Senator from New Hampshire
that what may be known to the Senator
sometimes is not known to others. I
do not wish to use the personal refer-
ence. What may be known to one per-
son may not be so clearly known to some-
one else. Sometimes it takes some per-
sons a good deal longer to know. It
takes some children a longer time to get
out of the fourth or fifth grade than it
takes others. It takes some persons a
little longer to accumulate sufficient in-
formation to make them believe that a
certain thing is true. I think we should
weigh it on the side of toleration and give
every man the opportunity to uphold his
own dignity. Iam sure the Senator and
I both agree that we do not like Com-
munists and Fascists, but I am wondering
if we agree on what kind of society it is
that can do away with the menace of
totalitarianism. It is the opinion of the
junior Senator from Minnesota that it is
in unemployment, in lack of opportunity,
in discrimination, in prejudice, in an eco-
nomic society that is disintegrating and
degenerating, that the Communist threat
is really found.

I do not want America to try to rees-
tablish in Europe some kind of a nine-
teenth century democracy saying all that
is needed is free speech. No; we must
have freedom of trace also. We must
have economic security, That is why
we not only have to carry our political
message to the world but we should ex-
tend our technical know-how, our eco-
nomical aid, to help them to raise them-
selves by their own boot straps. That
is part of the answer to communism and
fascism.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield. T do not
want to continue to take the time of the
Senate, but I do not want to deny others
the opportunity to ask a question.

Mr. BRIDGES., The Senator is pro-
posing, through his organization, to send
a group of young people from this coun-
try to England. He has said he admires
the Labor Party of Great Britain and its
accomplishments. Does not the Senator
agree that the thing for which the Labor
Party of Great Britain is most noted is
the fact that its outstanding accomplish-
ment, that which they brag about, is the
socialization of the industries of Great
Britain?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I would say to the
distinguished Senator that what the
members of the Labor Party most brag
about, as the Senator puts it, is that they
have begun to meet human needs; and it
is on the floor of the United States Senate
that we hear about socialism. It is in
Great Britain that we hear about meet-
ing human needs. I said I have admira-
tion for the Labor Party, although I do
not always agree with all its program,
philosophy, and methods. Apparently,
according to the adversaries of the ECA
authorization, ECA has worked very well,
It has worked so well that they want to
cut down the authorization.

I point out that the immediate accom-
plishment of the Labor Party of Eng-
land is the preservation of those basic,
fundamental freedoms which are vital
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to the democratic philosophy—free
speech, free press, freedom of assembly,
freedom of political participation. Get
those things, and there is a chance for
free men and a free world.

Mr., BRIDGES. We have all those
freedoms in this country, have we not?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Indeed, we have,

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. We are sending young
people from this country over there, and
we have in this country all those things
of which the Senator speaks. What do
they have in Great Britain that we do
not have here?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Westminster Ab-
bey. [Laughter.]

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator is per-
fectly correct, but there is also a social-
istic program which has taken over one
by one the industries of Great Britain.
That is one of the fundamental distinc-
tions, if not the great distinction, be-
tween this country and Great Britain.
I am trying to find for what purpose the
organization of which the Senator is the
head is sending these young men to Eng-
land. Is it to make them experts so that
eventually they may come back and help

. socialize our own country? :

Mr. HUMPHREY. I point out to the
Senaftor that the junior Senator from
Minnesota is not sending anyone to
Great Britain. As a matter of fact, the
junior Senator from Minnesota was even
having a difficult time arranging for a
short vacation for members of his own
family. Americans for Democratic Ac-
tion are arranging for a tour for young
people, to study the economie, the po-
litical, and the cultural institutions of
Great Britain.

The only fear I have, I must say, is a
fear that has been brought about be-
cause of what I have heard from the
opponents of the full authorization for
ECA. I fear that these young people
will find out of the great accomplish-
ments of the British Labor Government.
I was uncertain as to this achievement
until I heard the senior Senator from
Indiana and the junior Senator from
Indiana, the junior Senator from Mis-
souri and the senior Senator from Mis-
souri, state the British had greatly in-
creased production and they were doing
very well. Yes, doing so well that it is
now proposed that we should curtail the
aid. Yes, according to the ecritics of
ECA, the British socialistic ideas have in-
creased production so much, that it
might be something that would arouse
the imagination of the young people, and
they might come back with some ideas
with which the Senators and I would
not agree.

These young men and women study
economics in the colleges and high
schools, they study different philoso-
phies of politics. The best way to be
able to resist something is to know about
it. The best way to be able to resist a
disease is to know the full impact of it,
and the best way to understand some-
thing that is good and wholesome is to
witness it in operation.

I do not intend to make any prejudg-
ment as to what these young men and
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women may find. I know they will find
Westminister Abbey, as I said a moment
ago. They will find the city of London,
and will see the shambles and the wreck-
age caused by war. I know they will
find a Britain that is struggling hard to
rehabilitate itself. I know they will find
a proud people. I know that if they look
through the London Museum they will
find some of the great symbols of politi-
cal liberty. I know that if they stay in
England 2 or 3 weeks they will come back
with a greater appreciation of the need
for international cooperation and what
should be the bonds of fellowship.

I have heard it said on the floor of
the Senate that the free peoples should
get closer together, I have heard those
who attack the Atlantic Pact say that
what we need is more United Nations
cooperation, more interchange. I have
heard criticism of the ECA because it
did not promote unity, ¥et, I think it
was Aristotle who said that the way to
bring about infiltration of ideas from one
country to another was by commerce,
the free flow of trade.

The first argument of those who are
against ECA is that it is working. They
are unhappy because Britain is produc-
ing. They say that if Britain is produc-
ing we should not give it any ECA aid.
The fact is that ECA aid is why Britain
is producing. ECA is working. 8o these
gentlemen are not sure what program
we should have.

The final blow comes in finding that
things are so good, that ECA is working
so well, that the Labor Government in
Britain is doing so well, that we. never
should have our imaginative young
Americans go over there and see what is
happening.

I predict that they will come back and
say, “God bless America.” They will
look at the Declaration of Independence,
and look at our private enterprise, and
say, “Give us America. It is still the
best Nation in the world.” And that is
how I feel. ButI want them to see what
the people of the rest of the world are
doing, and I want them to become
acquainted with the British.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Minnesota yield for a
gquestion?

Mr. HUMPHREY.
tion.

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the
Senator whether he understood the
junior Senator from Missouri to say that
he was unhappy because England was
producing goods in large quantities.

Mr., HUMPHREY. I understood the
junior Senator from Missouri to say that
we could well afford to reduce the au-
thorization for ECA because Great Brit-
ain was doing so well—that the produc-
tion was even above prewar levels.

Mr. KEM. Didnot the Senator under-
stand the junior Senator from Missouri
to say that he was very much concerned
about foreign competition because it was
unequal competition; that when the
American producer and the American
workingman were in competition with
foreign industry subsidized by Marshall-
plan money, and operated by the govern-
ments of these foreign countries them-
selves, it was an unequal competition, in

I yield for a ques-
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which the American workingman was
very apt to lose in the end?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, why
is it that on the floor of the Senate,
where, on the one hand, we brag and
beat our chests about Americans and
American industry, which we have every
right to do, and talk about the genius
of our people, the skill of our labor, and
the administrative ability of our man-
agement, all at once we become so
frightened because we are going to have
a little competition somewhere?

I submit that competition has never
been able to destroy our markets. The
only harm we have suffered in terms of
our trade has been when the flow of com-
merce and the interchange of goods was
diminished, not when it was accelerated.

I would point out also that we should
not for a single moment think that the
amount of production which may take
place in any one of the numerous coun-
tries which are being aided under the
ECA is nearly equivalent to what we can
produce in this country. I stand forth-
rightly on the premise that American
industry is capable of outproducing and
outmatching, in terms of quality or
quantity, any country or industry in the
world, and we should not be fearful of
competition.

Mr. EEM. Does the Senator recall
anywhere, at any time, in the long history
of American industry, that American
workingmen have been in competition
with foreign-owned, foreign-operated,
state-controlled industries subsidized
with the money of American taxpayers?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I surely have made
no such observation. I should like to
make a further comment now. The
American workingman was led to believe
for years that a high protective tariff
was his friend. He learned, however,
that it was in the interest of big busi-
ness in this country.

Mr. KEM. Will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Let me make one
further observation. For every single
American worker who has suffered, be-
cause of unfair competition from foreign
industry, and has been exploited by for-
eign industry, I can find a much larger
number of American workers who have
suffered from exploitation in the past
days of this Republic from manufac-
turers and industry within America. It
was not the American worker in the
forest who was paid 50 cents a day who
sufiered from foreign imports. He suf-
fered because the barons of the lumber
industry were unwilling to pay him a liv-
ing wage. It was not the American
workers in the coal mines of this country
who in 1927 were receiving less than $5 a
day, and whose wages went down to as
low as $3.25 a day who were suffering
from the importation of coal from
abroad. They were suffering by reason
of lack of organization in the mines, by
reason of the exploitation of the mine
owners.

Mr. President, we will not be fooled by
any kind of economic argument that a
little competition from Great Britain,
from France, from Belgium, from Hol-
land, is going to exoloit the widows and
orphans and the American workers. The
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only ones troubled by any such competi-
tion are the monopolies which, as a re-
sult of such competition, will be obliged
to produce with more efficiency and sell
at reasonable prices.

Mr. President, I believe in competition.
I do not believe in monopoly. I believe
in competition for this country and I be-
lieve in competition between the coun-
tries. And I shall stand for that which
is so American—the competitive enter-
prise system. I am amazed to hear
people talk so much about competition
who never want it when it really happens.
I want to see it.

Mr. EEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. KEM. I should like to invite the
Senator’'s attention to the question I
asked him, which was whether he knows
of any time in the history of American
industry in which the American work-
ingman has been in competition with
foreign state-owned industry financed or
subsidized with the money furnished by
the American taxpayers.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not know of
such fact.

Mr. KEM. I should now like to ask
the Senator a further question. Does
he think that such competition is the
kind of equal competition which is in
keeping with the American tradition?

Mr. HUMPHREY. 1 certainly do be-
lieve that the Economic Cooperation Ad-
ministration, and the money it expends
for recovery in the free nations of the
world, are 100 percent in the American
tradition. I think nothing can be worse
for American industry than to have a
monopoly in the world markets. I think
nothing could be worse for the American
people than to find ourselves without
any competition.

Mr., KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield again?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I yield.

Mr. KEM. Does the Senator look with
equanimity and satisfaction to a pe-
riod in which the American working-
men will be competing with industries
employing low=-cost labor, built with
Marshall-plan money, and equipped
through the Marshall plan with Amer-
ican technique and technology?

Mr. HUMPHREY., I should like to
submit to the Senator from Missouri
that since he has such deep concern
over low-cost labor, I want him to join
with me and the British Trade and Labor
Congress to promote better wages in
Great Britain, I want him to join with
me to help raise the wages of the un-
organized people in America. Amer=-
ican workers in this country are up
against unfair competition from their
own underpaid unorganized brothers.
There are areas in this country that
could give adequate testimony to that
effect. I say to the Senator that if we
are going to argue about the ECA be-
cause it is going to hurt America, then
we have surely arrived at an argument
that.is without one basis in fact. One
can argue that it does not work, that
it is a foolish expenditure of money be-
cause it will not work in the long run.,
That is a matter of judgment. But to
argue that it is working so well that it
ought to be limited and checked is an
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argument that the purposes of ECA have
been and will be fulfilled. Recovery is
being accomplished.

I yield the floor because the debate has
continued too long, and I look forward
to the opportunity of voting.

Mr. KEEM. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield for one more question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

‘Senator from Minnesota has yielded the

floor.

COMMITTEE MEETING AND TEMPORARY
LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that a subcom-
mittee of the Committee on the Judici-
ary may sit at 2 o’clock. The subcom-
mittee is composed of the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. KiLcorel, the Sena-
tor from North Dakota [Mr. LANGER],
the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
O'Conor], and myself.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the leave is granted.

Mr, MAGNUSON. Mr. President,
I further ask unanimous consent that I
may be excused from attending the ses-
sion of the Senate at 3 o'clock, in order
that I may attend the International
Joint Commission Conference.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, consent is granted.

l\ifry. BRIDGES. A parliamentary in-
quiry,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state it.

Mr. BRIDGES. What committees now
have permission from the Senate to meet?
I want to know how many Senators may
be absent. A

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ap-
propriations Committee and any sub-
committee thereof.

Mr. BRIDGES. Any others?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. None
others except as permission was just
granted the Senator from Washington
[Mr. MaGNUSON].

EXTENSION OF EUROPEAN RECOVERY
PROGRAM

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (S, 1209) to amend the Eco-
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948,

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President,
a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state it.

Mr., HENDRICKSON. May we have
the pending question stated?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Nevada [Mr, MaLoNEl.

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MYERS. I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

Mr. MALONE. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

Mr. MYERS. My reason for suggest-
ing the absence of a quorum is that I be-
lieve it is fair to Senators who are absent
to be given an opportunity to come to the
floor of the Senate for the vote.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Pennsylvania withhold his
suggestion of the absence of a quorum
for a moment?



4050

Mr. MYERS. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY, I wish to know wheth-
er the yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas
and nays were ordered.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I with-
draw my suggestion of the absence of a
quorum.

Mr. WHERRY. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll,
and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Alken Hendrickson  Miller
Anderson Hickenlooper Millikin
Brewster Hoey Mundt
Bricker Holland Murray
Butler Humphrey Myers
Cain Ives Neely
Capehart Jenner O'Conor
Chapman Johnson, Colo. Pepper
Chavez Johnson, Tex. Reed
Connally EKem Russell
Cordon Kerr Schoeppel
Donnell Enowland Smith, Maine
Eastland Langer Sparkman
Ecton Lodge Taft
Ellender McCarthy Taylor
Ferguson MeClellan Thye
Flanders McFarland Tobey
Frear McGrath Tydings
Fulbright McEellar Vandenberg
George McMahon Wherry
Green Magnuson Willinms
Gurney Malone Withers

The PRESIDING OFFICER. BSixty-
six Senators have answered to their
names. A guorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Nevada [(Mr. MALONE]L.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should
like to make one or two observations in
connection with the statement made this
morning by my friend the junior Senator
from Missouri [Mr. KEm] in connection
with a newspaper story purporting to
attribute to Dr. Nourse a statement to the
general effect that the program of mili-
tary aid to Europe would necessitate
alterations in the Marshall plan. I
think that fairly sums up what Dr.
Nourse said. I do not know what the
motive was for making that statement,
nor do I grasp entirely what Dr. Nourse's
qualifications are for passing on a mat-
ter which is as complex and as fast-
changing as this subject is.

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. LODGE, I yield.

Mr. FLANDERS. Isthe Senator aware
that the report which appeared in the
Post was incorrect, and that Dr. Nourse’s
remarks were correctly reported in the
Times-Herald? He did not bring the
Marshall plan into the discussion.

Mr. LODGE. I was not aware of that.
I am grateful to the Senator from Ver-
mont for calling my attention to it. The
story which I read did not make sense
in terms of what I believe to be the pros-
pect with regard to military aid.

It is my understanding that it is not
planned for the first year to encourage
the development of armed forces in Eu-
rope which will take any more man-
power away from industry and agricul-
ture in Europe than is being taken away
at the present time. Of course, we do
not begin fundamentally to change the
economic situation in a country until the
national defense establishment gets to
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the point where it does take manpower
away from peacetime pursuits. When
that time comes, if it does come 2 or
8 or 4 years from now, then ungquestion-
ably it will be necessary to make an ad-
justment so far as the Marshall plan is
concerned. But I cannot see any justi-
fication for making an adjustment now
based on assumption of change in occu-
pation. I merely wished to make that
observation in the light of what the Sen-
ator from Missouri said.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. LODGE. I yield.

Mr. KEM. I ask the Senator from
Massachusetts if he believes that the
appropriation for the Marshall plan pro-
posed in the authorization, together with
the other necessary and reasonable items
in the current budget, can be made with-
out an increase in the present taxXes on
the American people.

Mr. LODGE. Oh, yes. I am opposed,
I say to the Senator, to levying any
more taXes on the American people. In
fact, I think one of the most effective
steps we can take toward getting some
real economy is to refuse to levy any
more taxes until some economies have
been put into effect.

I note in the report of the Commission
on the Organization of the Executive
Branch, commonly known as the Hoover
Commission, an estimate that $3,000,-
000,000 can be saved, I also believe
that if we get real unification of the
armed services we can save a great deal
of money. Certainly I am opposed to
voting for the imposition of more taxes.

Mr, KEM. Mr. President, is the Sen-
ator equally opposed to deficit financ-
ing?

Mr. LODGE. I am, in the sense that
I think we should begin to cut down
on the national debt. But if it were pos-
sible to eliminate the whole national
debt tomorrow, I do not know that I
would favor doing that,-because, if my
recollection of history is correet, I be-
lieve I remember that the British piled
up a large national debt after the Na-
poleonic Wars, and kept it all the way
through, and the belief was expressed
at that time that if the British had sud-
denly abolished their entire national
debt, it would have created a severe na-
tional and international finanecial panic.
But I am not at all an expert on that
matter; the Senator from Vermont is an
expert on it.

Mr. KEM. Does the Senator from
Massachusetts wish to increase the na-
tional debt?

Mr. LODGE. No. I have just said
that I think it should be reduced. How
far it should be reduced or what the
rate of reduction should be, are matters
on which I am not an expert.

Mr. KEM. Very well. The Senator
from Massachusetts will agree, will he
not, that the item now proposed—a bil-
lion and & half dollars—to arm the na-
tions of western Europe who become
signatories to the North Atlantic Pact,
is not contained in the President’s budg-
et and is not allowed for by the antici-
pated revenues of the United States for
the present fiscal year?

Mr. LODGE. No; I would not agree
to that, because I do not know how much
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of that figure represents existing stocks
of materials which we have already
bought and paid for, and I do not know
how much of that figure represents
rather arbitrary estimates which may be
made on the value of a tank destroyer, for
instance, which was bought and paid for
:h or 5 years ago. So I cannot tell about
at.

Mr, EEM. Will the Senator from
Massachusetts agree that whatever may
be the figure of the expenditure that is
necessary for arming the nations of
western Europe under the provisions of
the North Atlantic Pact, it is not con-
tained in the President’s budget.

Mr. LODGE. I do not want the Sen-
ator to think that I am doing any petty-
fogging or quibbling, but I point out that
we do not arm the nations of western
Europe under the North Atlantic Pact.
We can arm them without the North
Atlantic Pact if we wish to do so. But
so far as I know, the estimate is not con-
tained in the President’s budget.

Mr. KEM. Will the Senator from
Massachusetts tell us where he proposes
to find this billion and a half dollars,
if we neither increase the national debt
nor increase the present tax burden on
the American people?

Mr. LODGE. I have tried to indicate
that. First of all, I think there are a
great many very large economies which
can be effected in the operations of our -
Government, and which should be effect-
ed. Then I think we should ascertain
whether the figure of a billion and a
half dollars is the correct figure. At the
present time we do not have any definite
figure before us. I think we should as-
certain to what extent that figure repre-
sents items which have been bought and
paid for already, and to what extent it
indicates or would require new orders,

I think we must make up our minds
about how much we can afford to spend
on Government in general without ruin-
ing our economy. Certainly I think
nothing would be more disastrous, not
only to the United States, but also fo the
nations of western Europe, if you please,
who are so dependent on us, than to have
the American economy break down; and
I hope while the foreign ministers are
here in Washington this week, that some
one will tell them that, and will point
out to them that they have just as great
Ian stake in the American economy as we

ave.

The National Security Resources
Board, as I understand, passes on the ef-
fect of all these programs on the Ameri-
can economy, so far as scarcities are con-
cerned, and also passes on the question
of whether these programs will require
and consume too much of our supplies of
aluminum, steel, and so forth, and
whether they will involve or require pri-
orities or rationing. But I do not know
of anyone, either in the executive branch
or in the Congress, who has arrived at a
definite formula or a definite set of prin-
ciples in regard to how far we can go
in Government spending before we run
the risk of bankrupting our country.
t(::;rtain.ly I do not think we should do

at.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, LODGE. 1 yield.
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Mr. CAPEHART. Let me say that I
think that formula is very simple.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor can yield only for a question, with-
out losing the floor.

Mr. LODGE, I am willing to yield
the floor, so far as that is concerned.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr, LODGE. I yield.

Mr. JENNER. Is it not possible that
if we declare certain war equipment
which we now have, surplus, and send
it to Europe on the basis of a valuation
of 10 cents on the dollar, the replace-
ment cost to us, in our own defense pro=-
gram, will be much more than the anti-
cipated billion and a half or billion eight
hundred million dollars which we pro-
pose to spend in the next year on arma-
ments?

Mr. LODGE. That is one of the pos-
sibilities which must be worked out. An-
other is the extent to which the nations
of Europe can manufacture their own
weapons. All those are things which,
so far as I know, have not been settled.

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?

Mr. LODGE. I yield.

Mr. JENNER. Does the Senator
know that at the conclusion of World
War II, we left with Great Brifain ap-
proximately $6,400,000,000 worth of
tanks, jeeps, trucks, antiaircraft guns,
and other war equipment, and that we
settled with Great Britain for that
$6,400,000,000 worth of strategic war
materials for an I O U of $640,000,000?

Mr, LODGE. I did not know those
particular figures; but let me say that
I do not doubt that the general tenor of
the question of the Senator from In-
diana can be answered emphatically in
the affirmative, because, as I have said
many times before on this floor, and I
repeat it now, I think the civilian branch
of our Government was totally unpre-
pared for the end of hostilities, when
that time came; and that is one of the
tragic episodes in our history. Due to
that, we had the total demobilization of
of all branches of our armed services,
the Army, the Navy, and the Air Force,
as fast as demobilization could be had,
and we got rid of all that equipment as
carelessly as we did. I think that is just
too bad; and when we have made a mis-
take of that sort, I think we should learn
from experience, and not repeat the
mistake.

Mr, TAFT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. LODGE. I yield.

Mr. TAPT. Does not the Senator
from Massachusetts believe that the ad-
dition of a proposed plan of sending arms
to Europe is inextricably confused or in-
volved with the ECA plan; and does not
the Senator from Massachusetts believe
that when the other plan comes to us, it
must be coordinated and worked out to-
gether with the ECA plan and program?

Mr. LODGE. I said, perhaps before
the Senator from Ohio appeared in his
seat, that when the military establish-
ments of Europe reach a size where they
are taking manpower from the normal
peacetime pursuits of Europe, in both
industry and agriculture—something
which is not anticipated or planned, as
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I understand it, for the next year—then
of course the military-aid plan will have
a very direct impact on the whole plan
for the economic reccvery of Europe,
and the Marshall-plan figures will have
to be readjusted.

But for the coming year I think it is
not planned to increase the size of the
manpower complement of the European
military establishment, so I do not think
what the Senator from Ohio has sug-
gested will be true as of this year.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. LODCE. 1 yield.

Mr. TAFT. If we are going to try to
build up in the western European coun-
tries the military units which now exist,
building them up with money and arms
from the United States, does it not fol-
low that Europe also will have to do a
part of that job and will have to turn
a part of its productive enterprises into
the task of completely rearming its mili-
tary units? Is not that inevitable?
Therefore, are we to put up 100 percent
of the materials and funds needed for
that purpose?

Mr. LODGE. Let us talk about the
first period, to June 1850. For that pe-
riod of time I do not envisage any in-
ereased demands on the civilian popula-
tion of military age in Europe at all.
Nor do I think the production of weap-
ons or the manufacture of weapons by
the nations of Europe will that first year
attain proportions which will be signifi-
cant in terms of the economy of those
countries. I think for the year after
that the military program would have a
very definite impact on the Marshall
plan, because I think undoubtedly it will
be thought generally desirable to have
them manufacture part of this equip-
ment. But there is yet another decision
which we have got to make, let me say
to the Senator from Ohio. We can take
the view that we want to preserve our
own resources, we want to keep our own
manufacturing potentials here for civil-
ian goods, for radios and ice boxes and
so forth, or if we have a depression in
this country, and we have unemployment,
we may decide we want to fabricate the
whole arms program here. Those are
decisions we have not made yet, that we
have to think over. On the basis of mili-
tary efficiency, it is certainly desirable
for the nations of Europe to make many
of the things that they can make them-
selves, subject, of course, to as great a
production of standard types as possible.

Mr. TAFT. Mr, President, I wonder
whether the Senator will permit me to
read briefly from the statement made by
the Chairman of the Council of Economic
Advisers, Dr. Nourse, as it appears in the
New York Times, and see whether the
Senator agrees with the conclusion there
stated.

Dr. Nourse is quoted as saying:

In line with what I said earlier about the
intermeshing of the military machine and
the industrial plant and labor force, it is evi-
dent that ECA (the Economic Cooperation
Administration) funds and administration
must be regarded as an integral part of the
plan of American security and sustained
prosperity within the setting of the world
economy—that is, the International economy
of the iree nations,
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The relative parts to be played by military
and by industrial preparedness in each of
the participating countries, and the relative
roles to be played by each arm of the mili-
tary service at the most effective points must
be reexamined in the light of the new stra-
tegic concept and with no dangerous back-
ward look at traditional positions of prestige,
historic roles, or impressive trappings.

We cannot afford to make the costs of its
implementation a simple addition to other
military plans as they stood before the new
alinement. Rather must we rework the
whole cperation and financiak plan so as to
gain maximum security with minimum strain
on our economy,

That I think is the essence of Dr.
Nourse’s speech. I wonder whether the
Senator from Massachusetts agrees with
that?

Mr. LODGE. On the whole, yes. I

) think the whole program will have to be

reexamined. We must not shrink from
reexamining the whole program. Ithink
the whole program ought to be subject
to continuous reexamination and analy-
sis, I agree with Dr. Nourse that it is
not a question of making a simple addi-
tion, and I think we must be prepared
to rework the whole operation when it
becomes necessary to do so. I was simply
expressing my guess, just as one humble
student of the problem, and I am not on
the inside, and I have no secrets at all,
that the program will not drastically
affect the operation of the Marshall plan
for this first year.

Mr, TAFT. I thank the Senator.

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. LODGE. I yield.

Mr. FLANDERS. I should like to in-
quire, in the form of a question, whether
the Senator from Massachusetts would
like to have me read another section of
Dr. Nourse's address.

Mr. LODGE. I always like to hear
the Senator from Vermont, whether he
1s using his own words or those of some-
body eise.

Mr. FLANDERS. I wanted to make
sure that I was asking a question. Ear-
lier in Dr. Nourse’s remarks occurs a
passage which I think throws light on
the last passage read by the senior Sen-
ator from Ohio. Dr. Nourse said:

Legislation now being readied for Congress
is reported to total $1,800,000,000 for arms
shipments—including continuation of
Greek-Turkey aid and the value of supplies
sent to western Europe from current Ameri-
can stocks.

“It would be wrong to conclude,” Dr.
Nourse saild in alluding to this plan, “that
we can, without concern, add these expendi-
tures, whatever they are, to the present
budget items for national securlty.”

His plea as I read this statement, and
as I am informed from his office, par-
ticularly related to the two items of mil-
itary expenditure, and throughout his
talk he was making the plea that the
Atlantic Pact should in net result make
it less expensive for America to maintain
its defense than if we were doing the
whole thing alone, and he supplements
that conclusion by suggesting that the
military appropriations should be made
inclusive of European aid instead of hav-
ing European aid added to it.

Mr. LODGE. Let me say in response
to the Senator from Vermont that I think
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of course this military-aid program is
going to save us a great deal in the long
run. I think it ought to cost us much
less to do it this way than to try to do
the equivalent all by ourselves. When I
make that statement, I not only include
weapons and munitions, which I do in-
clude, but of course I also include some=
thing that is even more precious and
more fundamental to the welfare of the
country, and that is our young manhood.
I yield the floor.

Mr. ¥. Mr. President, before
the Senator yields the floor, will he yield
for a question?

Mr. LODGE. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY. There has been some
question about who Dr. Nourse is, and
what authority he had. As I read the
report—and I wonder whether the Sen-
ator read it—the observations of Dr.
Nourse were made, were they not, with
the full approval of the President?

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Ne-
braska asks me whether the President
approves Dr. Nourse's statement——

Mr. WHERRY. I merely inquire, does
the Senator know?

Mr. LODGE. I do not have the Presi-
dent’s confidence, and he has not told
me whether he approves it or not.

Mr. WHERRY. I thought the Senator
was giving his interpretation of what Dr.
Nourse said. I read the same article.
I think it was placed in the REcorp, and
I suppose it is the statement other Sena-
tors have read. I understood it was
stated somewhere in the newspaper ar-
ticle that his remarks and observations
were made with the full approval of the
President of the United States.

Mr. LODGE. I do not know.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, LODGE. I think I still have the
floor. I want to respond first to the Sen-
ator from Nebraska,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Massachusetts has the floor, and
has been asked a question by the Sena-
tor from Nebraska,

Mr. LODGE. I should like to respond
to the Senator from Nebraska in my own
way. Ido not know whether Dr. Nourse's
statement was approved by the President
or not. I was drawing merely my own
personal conclusions on the subject,
which I reached by myself, without talk-
ing to anybody, I may say.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. LODGE. I yield.

Mr, TAFT. Dr. Nourse made the ex-
press statement that the President had
seen the speech, but that the President
had neither approved nor disapproved
any of the features of the speech.

Mr. LODGE. I yield the floor.

Mr. MILLIKIN and Mr. WILEY ad-
dressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Colorado.

Mr, MILLTEIN. Mr. President, I be-
lieve that especially under the present
turn of our economy, and at all times,
we have two overriding objectives to
which all our programs must defer. One
is to keep this country safe; the other
is to keep it solvent. The two are inter-
dependent. I agree entirely with the
warning given us the other day by thes
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distinguished chairman of the Commit-
tee on Finance, that an increase in taxes
at this time, or going into deficit financ-
ing at this time, might very well deliver
a blow to the economy of this country
that would be catastrophic. Either of
these courses might very well plunge us
out of our present recession or deflation
or whatever we care to call our present
economic condition into ruinous depres-
sion,

I supported the original full authoriza-
tion for ECA, and I shall support this one
in full. But from the very beginning
it has been understood that the opera-
tion of ECA and the cost of it would not
be allowed to jeopardize the economy of
this Nation. Therefore I earnestly hope
that the Appropriations Committee, if
we are to have a North Atlantic Pact—
and I suppose we shall have it—and if
we are to implement it, and we may im-
plement it, will offset against the appro-
priations under this authorization the
amount of the implementation. I go
further, Mr. President, and say that I
hope it will make such further adjust-
ments under this authorization and
others before it that may be necessary to
prevent increasing taxes or putting this
country into deficit financing.

Mr. WILEY and Mr. CAPEHART ad-
dressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator
from Wisconsin is recognized.

Mr., WILEY. Mr. President, on the
30th day of March I had a few words to
say on this subject, and I shall be very
brief at this time.

One of the significant things with
which I am impressed is the silent voice
of the American citizen in this constitu-
tional Republic on the issues which we
are debating in the Senate. To me, it
is a good omen. When I say that there
has been silence, I mean that there has
been scarcely a murmur of American op-
position to the Marshall plan; and one
can say that is substantially true in rela-
tion to the discussion of the Atlantic
Pact; so far as it has been discussed. I
am judging from my own mail, and I am
trying to find the answer, because I still
receive approximately 700 letters a day.

Why is the voice of the American peo-
ple silent? I diagnose the situation to
be as follows: There runs through the
mixed strain of blood, which has made
America, a strong ingredient of common
sense. Lincoln thanked God for the
common man, the man who had to work
for his living, not the man who is the
creature of synthetic education, or the
beneficiary of mental and physical idle-
ness, but the ordinary man who pos-
sesses common sense. So I think, con-
trary to the condition before we got into
the Second World War when we received
thousands of letters, the common sense
of the American citizen has cut through
all the maze, the haze, and the confusion;
and what does he see? He sees that the
world has turned a corner and that every
nation is in every other nation’s back-
vard, speaking literally and not fisura-
tively. American invention and ingenu-
ity have brought about that situation.

Readers of history realize that it was
the small nations, such as Israel,
Athens, Florence, Elizabethan England,
which placed their stamp upon history
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and put mankind in their debt. The
big nations could not stand bigness. The
big nations of the past were like Russia
is today. They became autocratic.
They stifled freedom and individual
initiative; they rubbed out the advances
of the race which the small nations had
wrought; they crushed out the principles
of justice and freedom. The American
Nation has grown big, but it is not
crushing out freedom. It is not asking;
it is giving. Freedom and justice obtain
in this Nation, and we are endeavoring to
give them to others. Of course we are
not trying to get for other nations any-
thing but what we ourselves have. We
are trying to extend freedom and peace
to all peoples.

As I analyze the situation, Mr. Presi-
dent, we are living in a great time in the
history of the world. It is worth while
to be a part of this great adventure. The
common man is not forgetting that we
got into two world wars without any
arrangements, without any treaties or
pacts. We got into them after we had
outlawed war in the Kellogg Pact and
after placing an embargo on arms. We
got into the Second World War after we
had talked about peace and great prin-
ciples. Somehow or other, the common
man realizes that talk is not sufficient.
I believe he realizes that talk is very
cheap. He realizes, much more than do
some leaders, that men must create cir-
cumstances. The common man realizes
that, while circumstances alter cases, our
job is to see that we make circumstances
that do not alter our case so that we lose
our freedom. I believe the common man
realizes that the Atlantic Pact and the
American commitments constitute a de-
terrent to Communist aggression.

I desire to speak a few words on a
question which has been discussed freely
and the economic principles which are
involved. I refer to the obligation of
the Appropriations Committee. We
have the President’s budget. That is
not sacrosanct. There is not an item in
it that should be so held. We have com-
mitments under the Marshall plan.
They are not sacrosanct, either. I want
to repeat, in substance, what I said when
I spoke on the 30th of March. I think
this kind of repetition is wholesome, or I
should not take the time of the Senate
with it.

Mr. President, I want to say that au-
thorization should never be the equiva-
lent of appropriation. Under the cir-
cumstances in which America finds itself
today, in which some persons say unem-
ployment is steadily increasing and may
mount into the millions, we are about to
enter into a pact which will operate as a
deterrent. This fact, together with the
other circumstances I have mentioned,
must be considered by the Appropria-
tions Committee. I am not saying that
going into the “red” will mean disaster,
We have had to go into the “red"” before.
I am saying that the Appropriations
Committee cannot “pass the buck” in
this case, because every Member of the
Senate who has spoken has been em-
phatic to the effect that that is his con-
viction. Personally, if given an oppor-
tunity when the time comes, not to con-
sider the matter piecemeal, but to con-
sider the over-all economic implications
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of this vast program upon which we are
entering, I shall be very happy to appear
before the committee and give my own
judgment. I realize it is not very sig-
nificant, and yet, Mr. President, I repre-
sent 3,300,000 persons who know how to
build a State, men and women who have
made out of forests and prairies a State,
which is 50 pereent industrial and 50
percent agricultural, men who have never
discounted the fundamental principle of
Franklin that they should save, that a
stitch in time saves nine. Yet those
people, many of whom have Germanic
background, according to the FBI, pro-
vided the cleanest State in the Union
from the standpoint of saboteurs, and
so forth. That is my State.

Representing those people, Mr. Presi-
dent, I repeat that I think the Appro-
priations Committee must consider a
number of things:

First, fluctuations in cost and the value
of the dollar. I am talking now about
the time that has elapsed between last
November, and June and July, when we
will get the final figure as to what we
are going to spend.

Second, the possibility or likelihood of
fluctuations in respect to the needs of
the recipient countries. It is strange,
Mr. President, but I happened to open
today one of the reports from Washing-
ton which just came in, and I ask Sen-
ators to.listen to this:

Top financial men of the American ECA
missions abroad are being ordered to Paris
to discuss the proposed revision of the Euro-
pean payments plan and other fiscal mat-
ters. It has already been publicly an-
nounced that Tasca, who is alternate Ameri-
can Executive Director of the momztary fund,
will also be in attendance.

Mr. President, I believe the discussion
here, if it shall accomplish else, will have
impressed upon all of us the seriousness
of the economic situation as it appears
now, and as it will continue to appear.

Another proposition I suggest is the
fluctuation in American revenues. A
man with a big balance can afford to be
liberal. A man without a balance in the
bank has to think about himself and his
obligations to his own. I say this is a
tremendously important item.

Another item is fluctuations in the

revenues within the recipient countries. -

We do not know what those countries
are going to do within 6 months. We
do not know what their revenues will be,
We note that in the sterling area they
are doing a good business, and that Eng-
land particularly has a balance in her
favor in dealing in the sterling area.

Another item which we must consider,
and which was so graphically pictured
this morning by the junior Senator from
Indiana [Mr. JENNER], {s America’s need.
That is an element in determining how
much we can spend. We have a multi-
tude of needs which must be considered.
I shall not delineate them. Senators
will remember that he who does not look
after his own is unworthy.

Another item which must be consid-
ered in the whole economic problem is
the world piecture. What do I mean by
that? Suppose conditions in FEurope
become worse; are we going to say that
we cannot afford to ald her economi-
cally? Of course not. We never did
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that; but we know that the political
situation in the world tomorrow will be
one of the great imponderables in de-
termining the course we shall fake, not
only politically but economically.

Angther factor is the North Atlantic
Pact, which has been discussed in the
Senate. AsIentered the Chamber today
I heard some comment in relation to
Mr. Nourse's statement. How much can
we afford to appropriate in view of the
political situations as they exist when we
appropriate the money? We might ask,
Will the signing of the pact, the con-
tinuing of ECA, operate as a deterrent?
If it does, that is an element to consider
when we are asking how much we shall
appropriate in June or July, considering
our own economic needs and our own
wants.

Mr. President, I shall not go into an-
other problem which I think we should
ask the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Georee] to discuss at some time when
we are considering the pact, namely, the
currency problem in Europe. The ex-
change of currency is one of the basie
factors.

Much is being said as to devaluation.
In reading one of the reports today I
found that it was stated that our own
businessmen, whe were trying to do busi-
ness in Burope, were very much concerned
about devaluation. Washington is flood-
ed with protests from American busi-
nessmen to the effect that currency val-
uations in Europe, with their various re-
strictions, are operating as a discrimina-
tion against them. So long as there is
a world sellers’ market, this does not
matter much, but the diseriminations be-
come a factor of vital importance in a
buyers' market.

Mr. President, all those factors must
be considered in determining what we are
to do in respect to the amount of money
we are going to spend. I repeat, we are
the masters of what we spend, not the
President in his budget, and we must not
get into the habit of passing the buek fo
the President, and especially now, if we
are going into a little tailspin econom-
ically, we must consider how much of
the money that is going to Europe,
whether it be in preparation for defense
or in relation to contributions under the
Marshall plan, is to be spent to create
jobs and to promote production in
America.

I covered that subject in my previous
remarks, and I shall not repeat, exeept
to say that last year, in November, that
was not so significant as it is now,
Therefore I only say to the Administra-
tor, “This imposes an additional burden
on you and your associates, Mr. Hoff-
man, because now the call is coming from
America.” Yet we do not want to enter
upon another WPA program, creating
useless jobs. If we are going further into
a tailspin, we want to build consfruc-
tively, we want to build values, we want
to construct things like the St. Lawrence
waterway, in connection with which we
are asked to make a loan, and not spend
money which we will not get back, but
which will produce wealth, jobs, and in-
come, and increase and strengthen the
economy of the countiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KERR
in the chair), The guestion is on agree-

4053

ing to the amendment offered by the
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MALONE].
The yeas and nays have been ordered.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I
should like very briefly to discuss some-
thing which occurred on the Senate floor
yesterday. I particularly call the aften-
tion of the Senator from Texas to this.

I might say, first, that last year we
developed a very healthy habit of de-
pending to a great extent upon the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. We knew
that when we submitted an amendment
to any legislation which was before that
committee, the then chairman of the
committee, the able Senator from Mich-
igan [Mr. VANDENBERG], would ecare~
fully scrutinize the amendment, that he
would submit it to the very able staff
which he had, and we knew that if he
then opposed the amendment his oppo-
sition was based strictly on the merits,
and on nothing else.

Unfortunately, this year we cannot in-
dulge in the same assumption. Yester-
day, for example, we were discussing an
amendment designed to prevent discrim-
inations against American nationals in
French Morocco, diseriminations not in
favor of the natives of French Morocco,
but in favor of European nationals, and
the able Senator from Texas said:

Mr. President, I should like to take about
two minutes of the Senator's time. I have s
list of the old companies that have been in
Moroeco doing business for years, who are
not complaining about this matter at all.
The list is as follows.

Of course, all of us who were listening
to the Senator from Texas, knowing that
he has been working on this matter for
months, assumed that he was referring
to American companies. We had no rea-
son to assume that he would list for our
benefit a group of French companies. He
read this list. I have in my hand a state-
ment handed fo me by Mr. Robert E.
Rodes, who was eommander of the Amer-
jcan ILegion in French Morocco. Mr.
Rodes is also a reserve officer in the
Corps of Army Engineers. He is a man
who did a great deal of work, as the
Senate knows, in preparing for the Amer-
fcan landings in French North Africa.
This is what Mr. Rodes has to say:

The undersigned heard & list read of Amer-
fcan firms who were engaged in business in
Moroeco and ‘who had not complained of
treatment there. Most of the names read
are well known to the undersigned. They are
not American firms but French firms or Mo~
rocean corporations of French ownership who
represent American products. Several of
them have strong French political backing.
Even if they wished to complain the reprisals
to which they would be exposed would render
this unwise.

To the best of the undersigned’s knowledge
only two companies in the list would be
eligible for membership in the American
Trade Assoclation. These are the Socony-
Vacuum Oil Co. and the Texas Co.

I may say that I do not think the Sen-
ator from Texas was attempting delib-
erately to deceive the Senate. I am sure
he was not. I am sure that it was not
an attempt to deceive the Senate, but
was the result of a bad memory, because
these letters have all been brought to his
attention previously. I have the letters
before me, letters which were written to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.
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I continue to read from the letter:

While these companies are too dependent
on their relationship with the petroleum
control authorities to make strong official
protests, the undersigned knows that when
he left Casablanca paint badly needed for
maintenance by the SBocony-Vacuum Oil Co.
was being illegally held by custom authori-
ties in Casablanca and that the Socony-
Vacuum Oil Co. lodged a complaint about
this. The Sccony-Vacuum Co, has paid un-
der protest taxes which their legal advisers
and United States diplomatic authorities
consider illegal.

This is referring to one of the com-
panies which the Senator from Texas
told us was perfectly satisfied and had
no complaint.

To the best of the undersigned's knowl-
edge and belief, with the exception of these
two oll companies, there is only one other
eligible concern in Casablanca that is not a
member of the American Trade Assoclation.
It is repeated that American firms repre-
sented or managed by foreigners are not
eligible,

The Inclusion of Coca-Cola in the list 1s
particularly ironical. Coca-Cola is produced
and distributed by a Morocean corporation,
largely financed with French capital and
with strong political backing from Paris,
Arrangements are being made even to fur-
nish the sirup from France. This company
was able to receive official exchange for
many articles that were merely incidental to
its operation and large rations of dollar
value sugar while the undersigned was de-
nied exchange for rock bits needed for min-
ing. When an American veteran wanted to
start a Coca-Cola plant in the city of Fez he
was told that he would have to have 75-
percent French ownership.

I call this to the attention of the Sena-
tor from Texas with the hope that he
may tell the Senate that he was mistaken
yesterday when he gave us a long list of
French companies and mistakenly rep-
resented to the Senate that they were
American companies,

I should also like to refer briefly to a
statement made by the Senator from
Texas as it appears on page 4054 of the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. We were speak-
ing of the diserimination against Amer-
ican veterans of World War II in French
Morocco. We were referring to the
practice of the local Vichy officials to try
and put Americans out of business with
American dollars. I quote the Senator
from Texas:

But let us not interrupt the work of the
ECA simply because some individual may
find a single complaint involving one little
incident, The chief difficulty complained of
is in connection with the sale of automobile
tires. I do not know the details, but appar-
ently the complaint is that the agents for
some of the automobile manufacturers can-

not sell as many tires as they would like to
sell. )

I shall repeat that, in view of the letter
which the Senator from Texas had in his
possession at that time. I repeat the
statement he made:

I do not know the details, but apparently
the complaint is that the agents for some of
the automobile manufacturers cannot sell
as many tires as they would like to sell.

At the time the Senator from Texas
made that statement he had in his pos-
session, or at least had received—and
again I say I am sure he was not de-
liberately trying to deceive the Sznatfe;
I am sure it was merely the result of a
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bad memory—he had in his possession a
letter setting forth in detail the situa-
tion in regard to the sale of tires in
French Morocco, a situation which had
been brought to the attention of the
State Department, a situation which the
State Department recognized was very,
very bad, a situation set forth in the let-
ter of January 5, 1949, in which the Sen-
ator was notified that the French cus-
toms officials—and I again call that fact
to the attention of the Senators—the
French customs officials, the port-con-
trol authorities, are in many cases the
identical Vichy authorities who were in
charge at the time we made our landings
at Casablanca.

For the benefit of Senators who were
not present yesterday, I will say that in
that particular case one of the officers of
our American Legion post in French Mo-
rocco, a World War II veteran, had been
jailed by a French official at the time we
were making our landings, jailed because
he was active in the preparation of those
landings. Of course, he would have been
shot had we been unsuccessful. Our
landings were successful and he was re-
leased. This young veteran now must
go to that Vichy official who had him
jailed while we were making our land-
ings, and try to get some satisfaction
from him,

As I told Senators the other day, when
our consul goes down and says to this
man, “Release this material which you
are holding illegally; you cannot charge
a ‘take’ of 150 percent,” he will say, “Well,
try and do something about it. Your
Army is not here now and your Navy is
not here now."”

I call attention to the fact that this
was all brought to the attention of the
Senator from Texas in a letter written
on the 5th of January 1949, in connec-
tion with the statement he made on the
floor. Senators will understand that
what I say is not intended to be a criti-
cism of the Senator from Texas, but I
think it is highly important for the rea-
son that the Senate must be able to
depend upon the word of the chairman
of the committee. When the chairman
of the committee rises on the floor of
the Senate and tells the Senate that a
certain fact is true, even though the Sen-
ator does not intend to deceive the Sen-
ate, and if it is the result of bad memory,
the end result is that it is just as bad as
though he were deliberately trying to
deceive us.

I am going to read another letter in
connection with the Senator’s statement
that he knew of only one minor incident
resulting in complaint. ‘I read a letter,
a copy of which was sent to the chair-
man of the Senate Committee on For-
eign Relations, on February 17, 1949.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. McCARTHY. I will not yield
until I finish reading the letter.

Further to my letter of today concerning
the new and luegsl sanctions which are heing
applied to Americans in the empire of Mo~
rocco by the French protectorate govern-
ment, I wish to bring to your attention my
personal difficulties that are a result of this
situation, and which are very typical of the
difficulties experlenced b}l" all the Americans
in business in Morocco today.

APRIL 7

I'am a resident of the city of Rochester,
N. Y., a veteran of 5 years in the United
States Alr Forces during the war, 2 years of
which were spent overseas, and after my dis-
charge I came here to Casablanca, Moroeco,
to build my own business. For the last
2 years I have worked hard to create some-
thing for myself that I could call my own
and be justified in the normal pride that
I feel In the results of these efforts.

During this period I have succeeded in
setting up an excellent bus line between
the cities of Casablanca and Agadir which
runs approximately the full length of Mo-
rocco in the French zone along the coast-
line. These busses are GMC coaches, which
are exactly the same models used by the
Greyhound Lines in’' the United States. Ob-
viously, with material and equipment of this
sort, my bus line is the very finest that can
be seen anywhere in Europe, and especially
north Africa. It is not possible to exaggerate
the service that these busses render the Mo-
roccan public, and certainly so, when any
kind of comparison is made between my own
line, Les Pullman du Sud, and the ancient,
creaking firetraps of the French government-
owned vehicles of the CTM (Compagnie des
Transports au Maroc), of which there is an
absolute government monopoly (as every-
thing 18 nationalized and government-
owned), which has set out to sweep any
other existing lines off the Morocean high-
ways.

Now that this bus line {s running smooth-
ly and with every trip in itself meaning ex-
cellent publicity for American technigue and
know-how, and with the complete approval
and appreciation that the Moroccan public
has granted it, this new French coup d'état
has fallen on my own and other American
businesses, setting off confusion and chaos.

My busses are American built; therefore,
this means that I must maintain spare-parts
supplies from the factories in the United
States. Recently I ordered certain spare
parts that I needed most urgently, request-
ing that they be forwarded to me.by alr.
This was done, but in the meantime, upon
arrival at the airport in Casablanca, the
French customs officials refused to deliver me
these goods on the grounds that the pro-
tectorate government has stopped all impor-
tations, especially from the United States,
and that all I need do is to “send them back
to the United States.” Upon this flat refusal
and definitely unfriendly and belligerent
attitude of the protectorate government, I
sent the following cable to the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee in Washington re-
questing their aid and investigation In this
matter:

“Spare parts for bus line operated by un-
dersigned veteran arrived by air being held
illegally by French. Please have State De-
partment cable instructions and please an-
swer American Leglon's reply paid cable of
January 29.

"CarrL HUMPHREY,
“Usamo Casablanca.”

Obvlously, if this illegal blockade of Amer-
ican goods and capital continues, my large
and long-term financial investment in this
country and my bus line are doomed to
crumble into dust, just as the rest of the
American interests which are caught in the
same Impossible straits as my own.

I cite my own case; however, this is repre-
gentative of the same situation for every
American in busilness in Morocco, and our
Government must not ignore our appeals for
their help in this time when the French are
throwing all agreements and treaty rights
that we have enjoyed for over a century in
this country right out of the window.

The letter continues, citing other in-
stances.

Mr. President, while I am not at this
time asking for reconsideration of the
vote yesterday on the amendment re-
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lating to this subject, I strongly feel
that had the Chairman of the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee taken the
time to study this amendment, had he
refreshed his memory on the situation,
had he, instead of telling us yesterday
that a list of French companies which
he read were American companies, that
they had not objected, and therefore we
should not adopt the amendment, gone
into the subject in detail and found that
the French Vichy officials are using
American dollars to put Americans out
of business in Moroceo, I do not believe
he would have made the mistake he
made yesterday. Had he not made that
mistake, I feel that the amendment
would have passed.

Mr. President, I feel that it is extreme-
ly unfortunate that we must write legis-
lation on the floor of the Senate. When
we attempt to do so without being able
to depend on the chairman of the com-
mittee, we get bad legislation. I know
that last year we went along with the
idea that we had a very competent For-
eign Relations Committee. I know from
personal experience during the Eight-
feth Congress that we could submit any
amendment to the chairman of the com-
mittee, and the amendments were ac-
cepted or rejected solely upon their
merits, Much as I dislike to bring up
this question today, I think it should be
brought to the attention of the Senate.
Because of the bad memory of the Sen-
ator from Texas, or for some other rea-
son—and I wish to emphasize that I am
sure that he did not try deliberately to
deceive us—we have an end result
which is the same as though he were
trying deliberately to deceive us.

Mr, CONNALLY. Mr. President, I do
not care to reply in kind to the remarks
of the Senator for Wisconsin, He ac-
cuses the Senator from Texas either of
ignorance or misrepresentation, neither
of which happens to be the fact in this
case.

The Commitiee on Foreign Relations
went out of its way to give attention to
the complaints about which the Senator
from Wisconsin is talking. I talked with
Mr, Rodes, to whom reference has been
made, and who has been haunting the
galleries and the committee rooms for
a long time. We took him into the com-
mittee room after the hearings were
concluded and introduced him to the
Secretary of State and the Assistant Sec-
retary of State. He told them about this
complaint. They took him to the State
Department, and he talked with a num-
ber of persons in the State Department.

The facts which I stated are taken .

from a printed House committee report.
The companies which I mentioned are
American companies. Of course they
have some French employees, just as
other concerns have French employees,

Mr. President, I do not care to pursue
the subject further. The Senator from
Wisconsin has had his day in court. He
had the opportunity to debate this ques-
tion endlessly, and the Senate rejected
his two amendments overwhelmingly,

With that I rest the case.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?
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Mr. CONNALLY., No; I will not yield.
The Senator would not yield to me. I
decline to yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Texas declines to yield.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Nevada [Mr. MALONE].

Mr. McCARTHY, Mr. President, in
view of the fact that the Senator from
Texas would not yield to me, I claim
the floor in my own right.

I suggest to the Senator from Texas
that in fairness to the Senate, if he is
not convinced at this time that the list
of companies which he gave us yester-
day, allegedly as American companies,
are operated with French capital by
French boards of directors and presi-
dents, he should at least check into the
situation and come hack and tell the
Senate what the situation is.

Yesterday the Senator from Texas told
the Senate that he knew of only one
complaint from French Morecco. Those
of us who have been checking into this
question know that there is a whole se-
ries of complaints, extending over a year
or a year and a half. As of today, the
French in French Morocco are putting
Americans out of business with Ameri-
can dollars. If they want fo wreck
American businessmen by using their
own money to do it, that is all right; but
I believe that when they are using Amer-
ican ECA funds to wreck American busi-
nessmen, especially -World War II vet-
erans, and when we have a chain of doc-
umented cases, it is unfair to the Senate
for the Senator from Texas to say that
he knows of only one minor case. If as
of this time he does not know of the
chain of circumstances, in view of the
important position which he holds in
the Senate, I urge that he go into the
subject and tell the Senate exactly what
the situation is. If he will do that, then
I shall move for reconsideration of the
vote on my amendment, and I am sure
that it will be adopted unanimously once

‘the Senate knows the extent to which

we are going in French Morocco, using
roughly $3,200,000 a month to wreck
American business.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the
Senator from Texas will undertake to
guide his conduct by what he thinks is
right. The Senator from Texas has no
commission from the Senator from Wis-
consin,

Mr. President, not only have we re-
ferred this question to the State Depart-
ment, but the facts which we have cited
are based upon a committee report from
the House of Representatives and upon
information which we obtained from the
State Department. If any additional in-
formation comes to my attention, I have
no disposition to withhold it from the
committee.

Mr, President, this question has been
disposed of. We had a day's debate on
it. Two amendments were offered, and
the Senate overwhelmingly rejected
them' both.

I do not care to give any more of my
time or attention to the subject at this
time,
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Mr. DONNELL., Mr. President, I take
this opportunity to state that I have been
informed by the junior Senator from
Indiana [Mr, JEnNER] that he, in turn,
has today been informed by some London
newspaperman or representative of a
London newspaper that the Mr. David
Williams mentioned on the document
from which the junior Senator from
Indiana read earlier in the day is not the
Labor Member of Parliament to whom I
referred. The Who’s Who applicable to
Great Britain indicated a David Wil-
liams, with an initial which did not ap-
pear on the document. The question
which I asked, both of the Senator from
Indiana and of the Senator from Minne-
sota [Mr. HoMpHREY ] as to whether the
two names represented the same person
was based upon the similarity of names.

I warited that information to go into
the REcorp as soon as I learned it from
the Senator from Indiana, which was
only a few minutes ago.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Nevada
[Mr, MaronNeEl. On this guestion the
yeas and nays have been ordered, and
the clerk will call the roll.

Mr. MALONE. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, we
have already had a quorum call.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr., President, a
parliamentary inquiry. )

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will state it.

Mr, WHERRY. What was the deci-
sion of the Chair on the request of the
Senator from Nevada?

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I inquire
if any business has been transacted since
the previous quorum call?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No busi-
ness has intervened since the previous
quorum call.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Nevada [Mr, MaroNeE]l, On this ques-
tion the yeas and nays have been or-
dered, and the clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. EASTLAND (when his name was
called). On this vote I am paired with
the junior Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. JornsTON], who is absent on pub-
lic business. If the Senator from South
Carolina were present, he would vote
“yea.” If I were permitted to vote, I
would vote “nay.” I withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, the
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas]
is necessarily absent and is paired on
this vote with the senior Senator from
Idaho [Mr, Tavrorl, who is detained on
official business at one of the Govern-
ment departments. If present and vot-
ing, the Senator from Illinois would vote
“nay,” and the Senator from Idaho
would vote “yea.”

I also announce that the Senator from
Virginia [Mr, Byrp] is absent on official
business.

The BSenator from Iowa [Mr, Gin-
LETTE] is absent on public business.

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
GrauaM] is absent because of illness.
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The Senator from Washington [Mr.
MaenusoNn] and the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. Ty¥pIves] are detained on offi-
cial business at Government depart-
ments,

The Senator from New York [Mr.
WacNER] is necessarily absent.

I announce further that if present and
voting, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GiL-
LETTE], the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. GraHAM], the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. MacNusoN], the Senator
from . (aryland [Mr. Typinesl, and the
Senator from New York [Mr, WAGNER]
would vote “nay” on this amendment.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
Barpwin] and the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. MARTIN] are absent by
leave of the Senate.

The Senator from New Harmpshire
[Mr. Bringes] is unavoidably detained.

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
SwmrrH] is absent because of illmess. If
present and voting, the Senator from
New Jersey would vote “nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 10,
nays 72, as follows:

YEAS—10
Bricker Jenner Wherry
Butler Eem Willlams
Capehart Langer
Ecton Malone
NAYS—T71
Alken Holland Murray
Anderson Humphrey Myers
Brewster Hunt Neely
Cain Ives O'Conor
Chapman Johnson, Colo., O'Mahoney
Chavez Johnson, Tex. Pepper
Connally Kefauver Reed
Cordon Kerr Robertson
Donnell Ellgore Russell
Douglas Enowland Saltonstall
Downey Lodge Schoeppel
Ellender Long Smith, Malne
Ferguson McCarran Sparkman
Flanders McCarthy Stennis
Frear MecClellan Taft
Fulbright McFarland Thomas, Okla,
George McGrath Thomas, Utah
Green McEellar ‘Thye
Gurney MecMshon Tobey
Hayden Maybank Vandenberg
Hendrickson  Miller Watkins
Hickenlooper Millikin Wiley
Hill Mcrse ‘Withers
Hoey Mundt Young
NOT VOTING—14
Baldwin Graham Smith, N. J.
Bridges Johnston, 8. C. Taylor
Byrd Lucas Tydings
Eastland Magnuson Wagner
Gillette Martin
So Mr., MaLone's amendment was re-
Jected.

Mr. KEM, Mr. BREWSTER, and Mr,
DONNELL addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The junior
Senator from Missouri.

Mr, KEM. Mr. President, I shall be
glad to yield to the senior Senator from
Missouri, if I may do so without losing
the floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
may yield the floor.

Mr. KEM. I do not want to yield the
floor. I ask unanimous consent that I
may without prejudice yield to the senior
Senator from Missouri for the purpose of
making a short statement.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there ob-
jection to the request? The Chair hears
none.

Mr. DONNELL.
make a correcticn.

1 merely desire to
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Mr. KEM. I yield vo the senior Sena-
tor from Missouri.

Mr. DONNELL, Mr. President, I de-
sire, with reference to the Dayid Wil-
liams to whom I referred a few moments
ago on the floor as a member of Parlia-
ment, to state that the full name of Mr.
Williams, as it appears in the British
Who's Who for 1948, is David James
Williams, I thank the Senator.

NATIONALIZATION OF INDUSTRY

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I call up my
amendment G to the pending measure,
and ask that it be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will state the amendment.

The CHI1EF CLERK. On page 4, between
lines 19 and 20, it is proposed to insert
the following:

(¢) Section 111 of such act is further
amended by adding at the end thereof a new
subsection as follows:

“(d) No asslstance shall be furnished un-
der this act to any participating country, the
government of which shall undertake, after
the date of enactment of this subsection, to
acquire and operate, in whole or in part, the
iron and steel industry of such country or
any other basic industry thereof.”

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, the purpose
of the amendment is to prevent the
money of American taxpayers being used
to finance and implement the experi-
ments in socialism in Europe. I ex-
plained the amendment in some detail
last week, but a number of the Senators
who are now present were not on the
floor at that time, I should like to sum-
marize briefly what I had to say at that
time.

INCONSISTENT TO SPEND BILLIONS TO STOP COM-

MUNISM AND AT THE SAME TIME TO SPEND

BILLIONS TO SUBSIDIZE SOCIALISM

It is inconsistent for the United States
to be spending billions of dollars in order
to stop the spread of communism in Eu-
rope, and at the same time to spend bil-
lions of dollars to subsidize socialism in
Europe. Communism and socialism are
the fruit of the same tree, and the tree
has its roots in the theories of Karl Marx.
Their ideologies are the same with one
distinction, The Communist seeks to
reach his goal, which is the abolition of
private property and the nationalization
of the means of production, if necessary,
by revolution and violence. The Social-
ist, or national Socialist, as he is some-
times called, seeks to reach the same goal,
the same identical objective, by so-called
democratic methods.

The other day I quoted Mr. Churchill
in regard to the objective of these Social-
ist Parties on the continent of Europe
and in the British Isles, Mr. Churchill
said in effect that the Socialist Parties
in Europe, are the handmaids and
heralds of communism and prepare the
way at every stage and at every step for
its further advance. Communism is the
form of Marxism developed in Russia.
The Covernment of the U. S. 8. R. is
controlled by members of the Com-
munist Party. Socialism, or national so-
clalism, is the form of Marxism developed
in England, and the Government of Eng-
land is controlled by members of the
Socialist Party in that country. They
have made a great deal of headway in
England. The other day I cet out in my
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remarks a list of 10 of the prinecipal in-
dustries of England that have already
been nationalized, that are already
owned and operated by the Socialist gov-
ernment. I also at that time set out in
my remarks a list of 23 of the basic in-
dustries of France that are now owned
and operated by the Government of
France. The majority leader referred
the other day to France as the weakest
link in the Marshall plan chain.

Mr. President, the process of national-
ization or socialization has been accel-
erated by the use of Marshall plan
money. The latest project pending in
England is the seizure by the Govern-
ment of the basic iron and steel industry.
But that is not the only industry the
Socialist Party in England has in mind
taking over and operating. The other
day one of the leaders of the English
Socialist Party was a visitor in Washing-
ton, Prof. Harold J. Laski, reputed
to be the head of the Brain Trust of the
English Socialist Party. Mr. Laski said
the Socialist Party had in mind taking
over three of the principal industries,
adding very significantly, “Nothing but
force will make me tell what they are.”

So, Mr. President, the American tax-
payer is not only buying into a pool of
socialism, but, to a large extent, he is
buying into a blind pool. He knows not
what he does.

Mr. DONNELL. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KEM. 1 shall be glad to yield.

Mr. DONNELL., Did Mi. Laski indi-
cate why he was so secretive with refer-
ence to these particular industries? The
statement is so interesting and challeng-
ing that I would like to have some ampli-
fication of it.

Mr. KEM. He did not say. But he is
a very intelligent man, and he undoubt-
edly knew the present measure was pend-
ing in this body at the time of his re-
marks.

Mr. President, all these industries
which have been nationalized or social-
ized in England, I think, without excep-
tion, have been unsuccessful from a
financial standpoint in their operations.
The British Transport Commission an-
nounced that for the first fiscal year
there would be a loss of $112,000,000.
That is the dollar shortage which I sup-
pose will be made up by Marshall Plan
money, if the pending amendment is re-
jected.

During the first year after socializa-
tion, the coal industry lost $94,000,000.
That is another dollar shortage.

Civil aviation—and I shall have more
to say regarding that in a moment—Ilost
$100,000,000 in the first 14 months of
operation,

Electricity, in the first few months
after it had been socialized, lost $28,-
000,600.

It is interesting to note particularly
the experience of the British Govern-
ment in coal production. During 1938,
the last year before the war, the British
coal industry, which was not then social-
ized, produced 227,000,000 tons. The first
year after socialization, production
dropped down to 208,500,000 tons. So
it goes——

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?
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Mr. KEEM. I yield for a question.

Mr, LANGER. Will the Senator give
us the amount of production last year?

Mr. KEM. The actual productien, asI
understand, was 208,500,000 tons, al-
though 8,000 more men were employed
than were employed in 1938 under pri-
vate operation.

There is an interesting comparison be-
tween that record and the record of the
steel industry, which has remained under
private ownership. During the period
in which the coal industry was losing
ground the steel industry was gaining
ground. The steel industry was called
on by the British Government, under
their plan, to produce 14,500,000 tons.
Under private ownership they actually
produced 14,900,000 tons.

What we are being asked to do, Mr.
President, is to send to England, to be
used in financing these experiments in
socialism, money of the American tax-
payer, earned under a system of free
enterprise and personal initiative.

I quoted a day or two ago an American
businessman who is now domiciled in
Europe. He had this to say:

We are showing these Europeans that we
have a h—— of a lot of money and d—
little sense to go with it.

PRIVATELY OWNED BUSINESS WILL COMPETE WITH
GOVERNMENT-OWNED ENTERPRISE

Mr. President, I want to invite the at-
tention of the Senate to what are some of
the most serious aspects of this subject,
namely, that we are taking the money of
the American taxpayers and building up
government-owned industry in Europe
which will compete with American in-
dustry in the markets of the world and
also in many of our own markets in the
United States. The American business-
man has always prided himself on his
ability to compete. Our standard of liv-
ing is higher; our wages are higher,
American industry had some tariff pro-
tection in the past, but, generally speak-
ing, the American businessman feels that
with an even break he can hold his own
with producers anywhere. But, Mr.
President, there is no even break when
he is called upon to compete with a
government cartel, a government opera-
tion which enjoys freedom from taxes,
a government operation which enjoys
innumerable special advantages, and,
beyond all, has been financed with money
gathered by the tax collector in part
from American producers themselves.
The plain fact is that the moneys of the
American taxpayers are being used for
that exact purpose. It will have three
serious effects on our economy, in my
judgment. In the first place, it will put
the American producer at a distinet dis-
advantage, as I have said. In the second
place, it will progressively cut off the flow
of raw materials from foreign countries
and their colonies into American enter-
prise. In the third place, as we have
already seen this process taking place,
it will invite American companies to
establish factories in those foreign coun-
tries where they can enjoy the relatively
cheap labor enjoyed by government-
owned enterprises.

I shall not take the time of the Senate
in discussing this subject in great detail.
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I set it out in some detail in my remarks
last week. But I want to invite the at-
tention of the Senators who are present
to one situation in connection with civil
aviation.

The British Overseas Lines, which is
rendering service between the British
Isles and America, is owned by the Brit-
ish Government. It recently announced
that it was purchasing a considerable
number of Boeing Stratospheres at a cost
of $15,000,000. Of course, it is perfectly
obvious that the $15,000,000 for that
government enterprise comes from
American taxpayers. There is no other
place from which the money can be had,
if we are to judege from the figures given
us here. The American company, which
is privately owned, and which is engaged
in the same business, flying from New
York to London, is required to compete
with the government-owned industry.
What about the financing of our Ameri-
can competing company? It is called
American Overseas. Until recently it

was & subsidiary of the American Air °

Lines, Inc. American Air Lines, Inc.,
announced recently that it had disposed
of its overseas subsidiary, and it gave this
very striking reason, which appears in
the annual report of the American Air-
lines recently published. I read from
the report the other day, but I shall read
it again:

American Airlines has no additional funds
for the purpose of investment in Overseas
Airlines, and presently has no source from
which it can secure such additional capital.

In other words, the experience of the
private line in competition with these
government-owned lines has been bad,
They have shown deficits instead of
profits which does not induce private
investors to risk their money in compet-
ing with these government-owned lines.

To the same effect we see that the Bel-
gian line has announced the purchase of
some great Convairs, the very latest
ships, which as I understand cost $450,-
000 apiece, the kind of ships which the
lines operating in my State as a rule
cannot afford. The Belgian line is &
beneficiary under the Marshall plan.

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, KEM. I am glad to yield.

Mr. BREWSTER. Does the Senator
realize that the British Government has
thought it prudent not only to provide
the assistance, as the Senator said, cov-
ering an annual deficit of around $40,-
000,000, and approximately $15,000,000
more required to purchase these 10
stratocruisers from Boeing, but has also
allocated $600,000,000 to establish the
supremacy of British commercial avia-
tion around the world, in direct compe-
tition with our own air lines, which are
struggling vainly to meet that competi-
tion with the limited Government aid
which we have found it possible thus far
to provide?

Mr. KEM. I did not know that. The
situation is worse from the standpoint of
an American than I had anticipated.

Mr. BREWSTER. If the Senator will
read the British white paper of 2 years
ago, he will find the plan and the com-
mitments outlined and a very similar
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analogy prevails in the expansion of the

British merchant marine to a point con-

siderably in excess of its prewar scope.

Mr. EEM. Mr. President, I hope those
figures will be brought to the attention of
the Administrator of ECA. Surely, he
does not know of them. It would seem
that we have had less sense than I
thought.

THE INTERFERING IN THE INTEENAL ECONOMY OF

ANOTHER COUNTRY ARGUMENT

I now wish to address myself to the
argument which has been used against
my amendment by several of the pro-
ponents oi the ECA program with whom
I have discussed it. They have said, “Of
course we believe in free enterprise, we
believe in private initiative and the
American way of life, but we do not feel
that we should interfere in the internal
economy of another country.”

Mr. President, with all due respect to
the Senators who have made it, I think
that argument is wholly unsound. The
whole ECA program is an interference,
on a gigantie scale, with the internal
economy of 16 countries in western Eu-
rope.

{A) THE ECA ACT AUTHORIZES THE ADMINIS-
TRATOR TO PLACE CONDITIONS ON THE GRANTS
OF AID
The bill itself provides that the Ad-

ministrator may make bilateral contracts
with the countries with which he deals,
in which he may lay down certain condi-
tions with which they must comply in
order to get funds under the ECA plan.

Mr, President, I wish to ask this ques-
tion. If it is not interfering with the
internal economy of a country for the
ECA administrator to lay down a condi-
tion, why does it become an interference
with the internal economy of that coun-
try for the Congress itself to attach a con-
dition as to how our funds are to be used?

A few days ago the senior Senator
from Ohio, in a very fine address, in
effect said that he thought we could
carry through and find out what was
being done with our money. He said:

I do not want to cut Great Britain off

because she is adopting a Soclalist form of
government.

Mr. President, I do not want to do
that either.

I agree that she can adopt any kind
of government she wishes, but it does
not follow that American money should
be used by the English to finance their
experiment in socialism.

It would be one thing if this were a
case, as the lawyers say, of first impres-
sion, and for us to adopt, from this point
on, a program of noninterference in the
internal economy of other countries.
That is not the case. But from the
very inception of the program we have
been interfering in the internal economy
of other countries.

(B) WE HAVE INTERFERED IN THE ELECTIONS
OF ITALY

Let me point out just a few instances.
One of the great accomplishments of
the Marshall plan is generally consid-
ered to be the carrying of the Italian
elections last April. In the campaign
leading up to the elections the American
Ambassador made a number of speeches
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in which he urged the Italian people
to stand against communism, and urged
the ECA program as g reason why they
should do that.

The Attorney General of the United
Gtates, Mr. Tom C. Clark, a few days
before the election addressed the Italian
people over the radio, and made very
strong representations to them that they
should vote as he thought they should
vote.

Mr. Zellerbach, in his testimony be-
fore the committee, laid particular em-
phasis on the fact that the use of ECA
funds had resulted in what he regarded
as a favorable vote in the election.

Mr. President, I do not want to say
for a minute that I criticize what Mr,
Zellerbach did, what Mr. Clark did, or
what Mr. Dunn did, but I do desire to
say that it is entirely too late for us
to hold up our hands in pious horror
and say, “Of course, we will not inter-
fere in the internal affairs of any
nation.”

{C) OUR AID IS SUPPORTING A SOCIALIST GOVERN=
MENT IN ENGLAND

Mr. President, there is just one more
case of interference which I wish to
point out, namely, that the Marshall-
plan money is being used as a great
slush fund to influence the next election
in the British Isles. We are told that
the Socialist government is paying in
Great Britain today benefit payments to
the old people and the needy consider-
ably in excess of what our Government
feels it can afford fo pay to the old peo-
ple of our country. Clothing has been
derationeG by the use of Marshall-plan
money. Sugar has been derationed by
the use of Marshall-plan money. And
so it goes.

We have Mr. Churchill’'s word that
the Socialist government in England “is
living from month to month and from
hand to mouth” on the United States.
As I have said, Mr. President, there are
two ways of life competing in the world
today. There is the American way,
based on free enterprise and individual
initiative. There is the Marxist way,
which has as its objective the abolition
of private property in the means of pro-
duction.

What the ECA is doing now is taking
money of American taxpayers, earned
under the American way, and using it
to subsidize the socialist way. I be-
lieve that to do so is against the in-
terests of the United States. I believe
it is contrary to the interests of Ameri-
cans to take their hard-earned money
to support and maintain a political
ideology totally foreign and repugnant
to their way of thinking.

Mr. President, I hope the Senate will
adopt the amendment.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
DonNeLL in the chair). Does the Sena-
tor from Missouri yield to the Senator
from North Dakota?

Mr. KEM. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. I have been somewhat
confused by what the Senator has just
stated. Did I understand him correctly
to say that Mr. Churchill said that the
money we send over there is being used
for the farmer-labor party of England
in the election?
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Mr. KEM. I believe there were num-
erous quotations in my remarks a few
days ago to that effect. Let me see if
I can locate them.

This is what Mr, Churchill said in the
debate on the hill to nationalize or so-
cialize iron and steel:

This measure cannot wholly be judged on
its merits or demerits, if such there be, ex-
cept In relation to the general economic life
of Britain and our position in the world, and
also in relation to the United States on
whom the Socialist Government and Social-
ist policy are living from month to month
and from hand to mouth.

Again in the same debate, Mr. Church-
i1l said:

When a measure of first-rate importance
is presented to the House of Commons it
is always necessary for us to ask the ques-
tion, Is it going to help the country or is
it a partisan maneuver? Is it progress
that is sought or is it faction? This is cer-
tainly the time to apply that test, because
on the morrow of our greatest victory we
are living on subsidies by loan or gift pro-

.vided by taxes on the hard-working and

heavily burdened people of the United
States. I have always thought that we
should need their help after the war, but
it should be a point of honor with us, ir-
respectlve of party nostrums, to regain our
full economic independence at the earliest
moment, and to do nothing that would put
off that event either by hampering our out-
put or wantonly dividing our people,

Along that same line is an editorial
from the London Economist of Novem-
ber 20, 1948, and I read as follows:

Even those who have been most reluctant
to believe that ministers of the Crown would
s0 far forget their responsibility as to mon-
key with a major industry for reasons of
mere internal party maneuverings are now
compelled to agree with Mr. Churchill when
he calls the bill “a feature in party tactles
intended to keep the Soclalist left wing as
far as possible in order, and the Govern-
ment as long as possible in office.”

Again at Blenheim, in a speech on
August 4, 1947, Mr. Churchill had this
to say:

Therefore I supported the American loan
and I will still support, and justify, further
appeals to the United States provided that
we are doing our best, that we are making
the most of cur resources, that we are de-
termined to become a self-supporting na-
tion and system at the earliest moment, and
will put aside every impediment, and labor
long and hard.

It is when we are not trylng our best, not
making the most of ourselves and our re-
sources, not pursuing a wise or practical
policy, not coming forward as a united na-
tion, not trying to deal with the problems
on their merits, that there is humiliation
in asking and recelving ald from a mighty
and friendly ally.

Mr, LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. EEM. Yes; I gladly yield.

Mr. LANGER. What puzzled me was
that I understood from what the Senator
from Missouri said that Mr. Churchill
claimed this money was being used for
the Labor Party of England, but yet he
is in favor of the United States turning
over this money. Is that correct?

Mr. KEEM. I think Mr. Churchill is
first and foremost an Englishman, and
if I may interpret what he has said, I
think he thought as many of us here
did, at the outset that England needed
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money, needed help from America. But
he stands aghast when he sees that
money being used to nationalize and so-
cialize the industries of the British Isles.

Mr. LANGER. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?

Mr. KEM. I am glad to yield.

Mr. LANGER. Nevertheless the Sen-
ator from Missouri knows, does he not,
that Mr. Churchill does want the Mar-
shall plan continued, and wants Eng-
land to get her share under the Marshall
plan?

Mr. KEM. I was asked that question
in the debate last week by the Senator
from Oregon. I do not know that Mr.
Churchill has said definitely or specifi-
cally that he opposes gifts or grants or
so-called loans to Great Britain provided
they are put to proper use. As I under-
stand, what Mr. Churchill criticizes is
the perversion of these grants and gifts,
the misuses to which they are being put.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further? ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
DonNNELL in the chair). Does the Sena-
tor from Missouri yield to the Senator
from North Dakota?

Mr. EEM. I yield,

Mr. LANGER. From one of the quo-
tations the Senator read I gained the
impression that Mr. Churchill was in
favor of ECA,

Mr. KEM. As I said, I think he be-
lieves that, in general, certain aid from
America is justified. I may say in pass-
ing that many of us who oppose the
amount provided in the pending bill have
the same thought. I may say that the
Senator from Missouri so believes. But
what the Senator from Missouri does not
believe, what he is opposing here and
shall continue to oppose so long as he is a
Member of this body is the use of the
money of the American taxpayers to na-
tionalize—to socialize—the basic indus-
tries of England or in any other Euro-
pean country.

Mr. LANGER. I thank the Senator.

Mr. McMAHON rose.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I shall be
glad to yield to the Senator from Con-
necticut for a question or yield the floor,
as the Senator desires.

Mr. McMAHON. I would prefer to
address myself to the amendment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Connecticut is recognized.

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, the
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee [Mr. CONNALLY] suggested to me
a few moments ago that it might not be
amiss to have somehing said on the
amendment by a member of the com-
mittee. In accordance with that sug-
gestion I shall very briefly address the
Senate concerning the objectives sought
in the amendment offered by the Sena-
tor from Missouri.

I might begin by saying that I would
not favor the nationalization of the
steel industry of this country. If I were
a citizen of Great Britain I doubt very
much whether I would favor it there.
However, that is not the question in
issue.

When 2 years ago and more Gen.
George Marshall delivered his speech at
Harvard in which he outlined the con-
ditions of western Europe and of the
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world, and when he suggested that he
believed this country would be willing to
assist Europe if European countries
would combine to assist themselves, the
Foreign Minister of Great Britain, Mr.
Ernest Bevin, lost no time in seizing
on the suggestion, and an invitation went
to every country in western Europe, in-
cluding, although we tend to forget it,
the Soviet Union, for a meeting to be
held in Paris, as I remember, ahout 3
days later. In this country we waited
with a pgood deal of interest to see
whether the Soviet Union was willing
at least to start in a cooperative effort
to rebuild the war-torn economy of those
countries, including her own. We did
not approach the guestion, nor did the
countries of Europe approach it from
an ideological standpoint. Of course,
Senators all remember that after the
meeting had progressed for a couple of
days, and after Mr. Molotoy had show-
ered insults and hurled his imprecations
upon General Marshall and upon the
United States of America for daring to
suggest that we would be willing to try
to rebuild western Europe, he, with his
train of followers and assistants, de-
parted behind the iron curt@in.

It was that event more than any other,
I think, which made us realize that there
existed an irreconcilable difference of
viewpoint, an irreconcilable intention as
to the future of the world, and that there
was definitely to be pitched a contest of
freemen against slave states, a contest
which all of us pray and hope shall never
result in a conflict of arms.

Immediately the Soviet Union, with all
the art of which it is capable—and it is
extremely proficient along this line—
began to propagandize everywhere to the
effect that the United States of America
had become a great imperialistic power;
that it was bent upon controlling not only
nations, but colonies and men every-
where, and was determined to be the
master of the earth.

Of course, Mr. President, those of us
who have had some part in forming our
policy, those of us who know, or believe
we know, what the American people are
thinking realize that the last thing in the
world this country wants or that its peo-
ple want is to rule other countries of the
earth. What we want is cooperation in
building a free society of free states so
that men and women can work out their
destiny under God.

Mr. President, I can conceive of no ac-
tion this Congress could take which would
be more designed to prove the case sought
to be made by Molotov and company
than the adoption of this amendment.
The purpose of the ECA has been to bind
together free countries and free men. It
has not been to dictate from Washing-
ton the nature of the economy under
which the people in other countries
should live, I think we would defeat the
very objective which we are seeking to
accomplish if we tried to do so. I hold
no particular brief for the BSocialist
Government of Great Britain. Strangely
enough, they seem to be making hand-
some progress, according to the figures
which have been given to us by the Sena-
tor from Missouri.

Mr. EEM. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?
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Mr. McMAHON. Not at the moment,
I shall be glad to yield in a few minutes.

As has been pointed out before, ap-

ntly the success which this plan has
ad has become one of the great argu-
ments against its perpetuation. It seems
to me that we have short memories in-
deed. A year ago many of us stayed up
all night in order to get the results of the
Italian election, because we knew, if we
knew nothing else, that if Italy went
Communist in that election, France was
bound to follow, and that if France fol-
lowed, the whole of western Europe would
crumble into communism and decay.

The Italian election was won by the
forces opposed to communism because,
more than anything else, of the fact
that this country had announced that we
were willing and able to go to their as-
sistance. It is easy to forget now that
terrible winter of 1946, when it seemed
that the hand of palsy was laid upon all
Europe, and when Senators in this
Chamber were debating very seriously
what we would do when all Europe col-
lapsed into communism. We seem to
have been successful in pushing that day
back. We have made great progress. We
have done it, it seems to me, by realizing
sensibly that we cannot dictate to the
countries of Europe exactly what kind of
governments they shall operate.

We can insist on one thing. We can
insist—and I suspect will ever insist—
that any government which receives aid
from us shall maintain the basic civil
liberties and rights which freemen get
not from the state, but from God. They
are natural rights—the right of freedom
of religion, the right of freedom of
speech, the right of freedom of press,
the right in criminal cases to be charged
openly, and then given a fair trial. Does
anyone allege that those rights have been
impaired or impinged upon in even the
slightest degree by the present govern-
ment of Great Britain?

Let us remember that we did not ap-
proach this venture in a spirit of pure
idealism. It is not pure charity. We
approached it on the basis of intelligent
self-interest. We approached it on the
basis that we have a great stake in the
success of the economy of the countries
which we are helping. I doubt if we
would have any constitutional right to
take money from the taxpayers of the
United States and, purely as a matter of
largesse, distribute it over the face of
the earth. It is because it has the most
direct relationship to the peace of the
world, in which we have everything at
stake, that we have decided to go for-
ward under the present plan and the
present policy of the Government.

Mr. President, we cannot amend the
tariffs in Great Britain. We cannot sug-
gest to the French that their budget shall
be 1,000,000 francs more or 1,000,000
franes less, or that they shall discharge
so many civil servants or hire so many
others,

Mr, TAFT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McCMAHON. In a moment. If we
were to do so, we would prove the alle-
gation which is made against us, and we
would defeat the very objectives for
which we are striving.
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Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, is the Sen-
ator familiar with the fact that Mr.

ce—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Connecticut yield to
the Senator:from Ohio?

Mr. MCMAHON. I yield to the Sena-
tor from Ohio for a question.

Mr. TAFT. Does the Senator realize
that that is exactly what we have done?

Mr. Bruce made a speech and served
notice on the French Government that
unless they balanced their budget we
could not proceed with ECA. Does the
Senator realize that that is exactly the
course we have taken in France? We
have told the French that if necessary
they should discharge some of their
1,300,000 government employees.

Mr, EEM. Mr. President——

Mr. MCMAHON. I do not yield at the
moment.

Let me say to the Senator from Ohio
that we have a right to advise; and I
certainly would not be opposed to giving
advice, We have that right; but to im-
pose conditions is quite a different thing.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McMAHON.
the moment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does *
the Senator from Connecticut yield to
the Senator from Missouri for a ques-
tion?

Mr. McMAHON. I have advised the
Presiding Officer two or three times that
for the moment I do not yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair did not hear the advice from the
Senator from Connecticut. The question
is answered. The Senator from Con-
necticut declines to yield for the mo-
ment to the Senator from Missouri. The
Senator from Connecticut has the floor,

Mr. McMAHON. I should like to
quote from Mr. Harriman, our roving
Ambassador, who said:

If you refer to conditions, I think you are
treading in a very dangerous field. These
are mature and sovereign nations with wide-
ly different types of organization, economic
organizations, and systems, and I do not be-
lieve we could accomplish what ought to be
accomplished if there are any conditions to
our ald in this fleld. Buggestions, advice;
yes. Discussions and arguments, yes; but
not conditions. There must be & will on the
part of the nations and the people of the
nations, and progress must be based on con-
vietion that each step that they take is wise
and sound.

I now yield to the Senator from Mis-
souri.

Mr. KEEM. The Senator from Con-
necticut comes from one of the greatest
industrial States in the Union. The in-
dustries of Connecticut have long sup-
plied many of the wants of the western
area of the country, from which I come.
I should like to ask the Senator from
Connecticut if, as a representative of
that State, he looks with satisfaction and
equanimity upon a condition under which
the manufacturers, producers, and
working people of Connecticut will be in
direct competition with foreign govern-
ment-owned and government-operated
industry financed with Marshall-plan
money?

Mr. McMAHON. I will say in answer
to the Senator from Missouri that he

I will not yield at
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rightfully terms the State from which I
come one of the great industrial States
of the country. Small in area, it has
been known, particularly during the war
years, as a great and efficient producer.
It has been my observation that we in
Connecticut can compete with the rest
of the world because of the efficiency of
our machinery and the intelligence and
skill of our working men.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a guestion?

Mr. McMAHON. Not at the moment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator declines to yield for the mo-
ment.

Mr. McMAHON. Our State has
grown great meeting the competition of
the world and overcoming it. I say to
the Senator from Missouri that I have
greater fears for the people of my State
on grounds other than the one which he
suggests. I saw what happened in 1930,
when we enacted the highest tariffs the
world has ever known. A thousand
economists addressed a communication
to the then President of the United
States, Mr. Herbert Hoover, and warned
him that the imposition of such tariffs
would plunge the economy not only of
this country, but of the countries of the
world, into despair. That is exactly
what happened.

Mr. President, I am also aware——

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Connecticut yield to
the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. McMAHON. Mr, President, I re-
fuse to yield for the moment. I shall tell
the Senator from Missourli when I am
ready to yield.

Let me say that I am also aware of the
fact that a greater danger could come
to my people and to all the other people
of the United States, namely, the orien-
tation of western Europe, with its 270,-

000,000 people and its machine-tool

plants, into the orbit of the Soviet Union.
It was because we knew that Hitler's Ger-
many combined with Tojo's Japan would
monopolize practically two-thirds of the
skilled manpower and over 60 percent
of the machinery of the earth, that the
fight we have since finished was won, and
it was essential that it be won if we were
to continue to exist as a free people. But
let such a condition come about again,
this time under the domination of an
even more ruthless tyranny, equip that
tyranny with a stock pile of atomic
weapons, equip it with jet airplanes, and
equip it—nay, it is already so equipped—
with its ruthless will, and then I say, Mr,
President, I shall be concerned for the
state of the people of Connecticut, yea,
for the welfare of all the people of the
United States and the people of all the
world.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield at this time?

Mr. McMAHON., I yield.

Mr. KEM. The Senator from Con-
necticut spoke with feeling and as-
surance about the ability of the pro-
ducers of Connecticut to compete with
the world. I eould not help but recall
that a few days ago I read in the Wash-
ington Post that the New Haven Clock
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Co., a long-established industry in the
Senator’s State, had shut down, put-
ting 600 persons out of work; and that
the reason assigned by the president of
that industry was the difficulty or in-
ability to meet foreign competition.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair calls attention to the fact that
Senators can yield only for questions.

Mr. KEM., My question is this: Is the
Senator from Connecticut familiar with
that incident?

Mr. McMAHON, I say to the Senator
from Missouri that I am thoroughly
familiar with the incident, and I have
made a complete study of it. I do not
intend to discuss that company's affairs,
in relation to this amendment, on the
floor of the Senate at this time. We are
to have debate on the reciprocal trade
agreements extension bill, and I shall re-
serve until that time my comment on
the example the Senator from Missouri
has given. Since I propose to speak when
that issue comes to the floor of the
Senate, I shall then welcome a further
investigation of the attitude of the Sena-
tor from Connecticut on that question or
on any other question pertaining to re-
ciprocal trade agreements.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield at this point for a further
question?

Mr. McMAHON, I yield.

Mr. KEM. The Senator from Con-
necticut spoke with feeling about the
necessity of the United States prevent-
ing the overrunning of western Europe
by the forces of communism. I should
like to ask the Senator whether in his
opinion there is any greater danger fac-
ing the people of the world today than
the danger which would come from
undermining the economy of the United
States, the last and greatest and finest
bulwark of democracy?

Mr. MCMAHON. Of course, Mr. Pres-
ident, the answer to the Senator’s ques-
tion is perfectly apparent. The econ-
omy and the strength of the United
States must be maintained as the key-
stone and cornerstone of the union of
free peoples which we are trying to erect
to combat the ideological tide, the ideo-
logical state, which is moving all over
the world against freemen and free
institutions.

Isay to the Senator from Missouri that
just as it is desperately necessary that we
do what the Senator wants—and with
which I agree—it is likewise essential
that we maintain as our allies the coun-
tries of western Europe and its 270,000,-
000 people.

Ii the Senator from Missouri believes
that Communist Russia is no threat to
us; if he believes that if we had not
undertaken to assist western Europe,
Russia could have gone in there with im-
punity and it would have made no dif-
ference to us; if he is not at all concerned
about her armament situation; if he is
not concerned with the fact that Russia
has enslaved 10 countries in the past 2
years—if he is not concerned about any
of those things—then I say he has no
right to vote for the authorization or
expenditure of a single dollar under the
Marshall plan or under any other plan
which would take g dollar from the
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United States for expenditure in England
or France. Regardless of what I might
think about the Senator’s judgment in
such case, nevertheless he has a right to
his judement; and if he believes that, it
is his duty, I presume, to vote against
such authorizations or expenditures.

Mr. EEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield again?

Mr. McMAHON. I yield.

Mr. KEM. I am sure the able and
fair-minded Senator from Connecticut
does not mean that those of us who favor
the pending amendment are alined with
the forces of communism.

I should like to ask the able Senator if
he feels that it would be fair for me to
make this argument against certain
measures which the Senator from Con-
necticut is advocating with reference to
the secrets of the atomic bomb: As I
understand the situation, the Senator
from Connecticut feels that those secrets
should be made, in part at least, the
property of the world. That idea cer-
tainly is in accord with the ideas held
in the Kremlin. Because of that fact,
does the Senator from Connecticut feel
that it would be fair for me to indicate
that the Senator from Connecticut is in
any way sympathetic with the forces of
communism, or that in taking the pesi-
tion which he does take he is alining
himself with those forces?

Mr. McMAHON, Mr. President, in an-
swer to the Senator’s observation, let me
say that I suppose it is somewhat difficult
for any of us to have our position under-
stood, no matter how plainly we may
state it. Although I do not like to take
a great deal of time now, yet this might
be a good opportunity for me to restate
my position as plainly as I can: No one
has been more zealous or more insistent
than I have been that the vital secrets of
our atomic program not be disclosed to
any nonauthorized person. About 3
months ago I made a speech, which, in
part, I repeated on the floor of the Sen-
ate on one occasion when the matter was
brought up here, The speech I mention
was made at Detroit, and in it I pointed
out that it was time for this Nation to
consider seriously whether we could
safely divulge the size of the stock pile of
atomic bombs—not, mind you, how to
make them; I wish the Senator to under-
stand that point clearly—but the num-
ber that we had on hand. The Senator
from Connecticut, realizing that that
was a most important guestion, very
carefully listed the arguments which
could be made for that position, and also
the arguments or reasons which could be
urged against it. I suggested that it was
high time we made a study, but I said
that at that juncture I was unable to
come to a conclusion. That was my posi-
tion then, and it is my position now.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I should like
to ask the Senator from Connecticut a
further question: I ask him if he joins me
in the thought that an argument ad
hominem in either case would be wholly
unfair and out of place.

Mr. McMAHON. I may say to the
Senator from Missouri that I was en-
tirely unaware of any attempt to make
an ad hominem argument here. I was
trying to point out to the Senator from
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Missouri the main objective of the pro-
gram in which we are engaged.

The main objective of this program is
to maintain the freedom and security of
the United States of America. The main
objective of the program is to see to it
that the tide of communism does not
sweep over 270,000,000 people, with their
resources to be drained off, and to be
joined with a ruthless state for the pur-
pose of conquest. I have pointed out
to the Senator, not in any effort to make
an ad hominem argument, that if we
were in the bill to insist upon conditions
with respect to the type of government
the recipient countries should have, we
would be at the same time entering a
plea of guilty to the claim that has been
made all over the earth by the Kremlin
that we are seeking to imperialize the
earth and to dominate the lives of men,
women, and children everywhere. That
is all I have been trying to point out to
the Senator.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield for a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Connecticut yield to the
Senator from Missouri for a question?

Mr. McMAHON. I yield.

Mr. KEEM. Was not the statement,
in effect, that the ideas behind the
amendment would be received with great
satisfaction by Mr. Molotov and his
associates?

Mr. McMAHON. I am afraid they
would be. Iknow they would be. Ican
see Pravda, if the Senator will permit
me, and I can hear the Red radio, say-
ing, “See, we told you so. We told you
in Paris that if you went into this thing
Yyou were going to lose your liberty. We
told you that edicts would come forth

from the United States which would dic--

tate how you should conduct your Gov-
ernment. We told you so, and now it
has been proved, because they have said
to the Britfsh Government, ‘the action
which you propose to take with regard
to your internal affairs, as to how you
will operate your steel industry, shall not
take place’.”

Mr. KEM, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. MCMAHON. I yield.

Mr. EEM. I should like to ask the
Senator whether he does not believe that
the release in whole or in part of infor-
mation regarding the atomic bomb
would be received with satisfaction by
Mr. Molotov and his associates in the
Kremlin?

Mr. McMAHON. The S8enator from
Connecticut cannot quite see the per-
tinency of the question. I may say fo
the Senator from Missouri, I have tried
to tell him what my position is in that
regard. I doubt very much whether Mr.
Molotov would receive information, as
to the size of the stock pile, with any
satisfaction whatever. The Senator
from Connecticut is not aware that that
would be good news for Mr. Molotov.
I should certainly think it would not be
good news. Some secrets as to how we
do the thing and put it together, I pre-
sume would be received by them with
satisfaction. Solong as I have anything
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to do with it, I am going to make it as
difficult as possible for them to obtain
that information.

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the
Senator whether any news would not be
good news to Mr. Molotov?

Mr. McMAHON. No. I may say to
the Senator it would not be good news to
him that the pending bill had been
passed, or that the North Atlantic Pact
had been ratified, or that we had provided
for its implementation from a military
standpoint, if that shall be necessary.
That would not be good news to Russia
and her satellites. The determination
we have shown in our leadership of the
nations to keep ourselves free and to
maintain eivil rights and civil liberties,
to maintain the ordinary decencies
among men, to recognize mankind as the
creatures of God, not as creatures of the
state, to recognize men as being endowed
with certain natural rights and our will-
ingness to act to defend those rights—
that is the kind of news Russia does not

- like.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield for a further question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Connecticut yield to the
Senator from Missouri?

Mr. McMAHON. I yield.

Mr. KEM. Did the Senator under-
stand my question about news to relate
to the passage of the pending bill, or to
the divulging of information in regard to
the atomic bomhb? .

Mr. McMAHON. I have stated to the
Senator what my position is in that re-
spect, and I am trying to point out that
the Senator from Connecticut is not in
favor of giving Molotov a scintilla of in-
formation that will enable him to make
this fearsome weapon. I may say to the
Senator I probably am in sagreement
with him on that; I take it I am, but
I do not wish to become involved in a
discussion of the atomic question, for it
brings up many other things which, while
they could be profitably discussed, and
which should be discussed in the Senate
in the near future, are not appropriate
at this time.

Mr. KEM. I think perhaps the Sen-
ator is correct about that.

Mr. McMAHON. The Senator and I

“do not agree—although I am not sure of

it—but, in my opinion, the United States,
when it made the offer to Russia and
the world to furnish information on
atomic energy in exchange for effective
security from its misuse, wrote the most
glorious page that has ever been written
in the diplomatic record of any country
at any time. I may say further to the
Senator that, in my opinion, had that
offer, magnanimous as it was, been ac-
cepted—and I have regarded it person-
ally as the acid test of Russia's inten-
tions—I dare say the Senator and I would
not be here today debating an ECA au-
thorization. Nor would we have to de-
bate the North Atlantic Pact, because
if that offer had been accepted, peace
would have been well on its way to every
corner of the earth.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Connecticut yield to the
Senator from Missouri?

Mr, McMAHON. I yield.

Mr. EEM. I should like to say by way
of a preliminary that I agree with the
Senator from Connecticut on many
things, and I have not thc slightest doubt
;sither of his ability or of his patriot-

m.

Mr. McMAHON. Ithank the Senator.

Mr. KEM. But I should like to ask
the Senator, is it not generally under-
stood that the approach of Mr. Molotov
and the Kremlin is to wait until the
American economy is weakened by un-
sound measures taken in this country,
and then to move in for the kill?

Mr. McMAHON. I may say to the
Senator that I am as much concerned as
any sensible American must be, about
$50,000,000,000 budgets. I know the
drain such expenditures impose upon any
free-enterprise economy. I should be
very happy indeed if we could now take
about $25,000,000,000 or $30,000,000,000
and wipe it off the books. There is no
one who would like to do it more than I.
I share the fervor of the Senator from
Missouri with respect to reduction of
Government expenditures, but I have to
make my estimate of the danger which
faces this country, and of the wisdom of
the methods and of the means we are
taking to meet it.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Connecticut yield to the
Senator from Missouri?

Mr. McMAHON. I yield.

Mr. KEM. I should like to inquire
whether the Senator anticipates being
able to activate his fervor at any time
during the present session.

Mr. McMAHON. I may say to the
Senator that I have some doubt. I must
be entirely honest with the Senator. I
look at the expenditures for the veterans,
and I see no chance of cutting them, I
see the expenditures for arms, and I see
no chance of reducing them. I look at
ECA, and I do not see much opportunity
of reducing the expenditures for that
undertaking. I look at the interest on
the national debt, and I see no chance of
reducing that by so much as a penny.
Adding up all those expenditures, they
amount to about two-thirds, I think, of
the national budget, and there is left
$10,000,000,000 or $11,000,000,000 with re-
spect to which, in the opinion of the
Senator from Connecticut, economies
may possibly be made. Of course, the
Senator from Missouri may say there is
an opportunity to make reductions by
wiping out ECA; but I cannot go along
with the Senator on that, because I am
afraid, if we were to take that method of
reducing expenditures, it would be the
most costly economy ever known in
the history of the world. If we were to
reduce or wipe out this expenditure, it
might well be that we would spend ten,
twenty, or a hundredfold more in an
effort to stave off the very thing which
we would invite by producing a state of
weakness, where there now exists a state
of increasing strength and recovery.
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
* the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Connecticut yield to the
Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. McMAHON. 1 yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator be-
lieve that the authorization of this money
is sacrosanct, and would he, for the RECc-
CoRrD, give us his opinion as to whether
it is the responsibility and the duty of
the members of {he Appropriations Com-~
mittee—because I understood the Sen-
ator to say that he did not feel that the
appropriation for ECA would be very
much reduced—to go over the appropri-
ation and recommend to the Senate a
figure which is justified by the projects
which are listed?

Mr. McMAHON. 1t is, as I see it, an
obligation upon the part of the Appropri-
ations Committee, another agency of the
Senate, to scrutinize the program and the
estimates with the greatest of care, It
strikes me that if the estimates can be
shown to have been made up on Novem-
ber 30 to one scale of prices, and there
has since been a 5 or 6 percent decline in
prices, certainly the Appropriations Com-
mittee has a right to take that fact into
account,

Mr. President, while I am on that sub-
ject, I may say that, so far as the Sena-
tor from Connecticut is concerned, he
does not view the assurances given by the
committee as binding him to simply any
kind of a reduction the committee shall
choose to bring forward. I am not pre-
judging the committee in any way, man-
ner, or form, but I say that if, in my
judgment, the appropriation is cut to
such a point that it might jeopardize
the success of the program, I shall be
found on my feet seeking to increase the
appropriation and to upset the Appropri-
ations Committee in that respect.

I shall do it from the deepest convic-
tion, instinet, and impulse to which any
man could be subject, because the world
is marching to a climax which can be
avoided, in the opinion of the Senator
from Connecticut, only by the marshall-
ing of force, so that the desperate men
who would hurl humanity into the abyss
will retreat and give way. Let them get
the idea that we are not serious in our
efforts and that we are willing to permit
Europe to retreat into confusion and
chaos—once give them the idea that they
are free to marshal the peoples of those
countries into their camp, and the United
States will he fighting the most desperate
battle for its existence mankind has ever
conceived, a battle which, if we win, I say
once again, we shall lose, A third world
war about which we have been talking—
some of us too lightly—we had better
talk about preventing, and we had bet-
ter be thinking solely in those terms, be-
cause, in my opinion, we could not fight
such a war and, at the same time, pre-
serve the kind of government we have
maintained in the United States.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. McMAHON. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Let me ask the Sen-
ator this question: If the receipts which
are anticipated, from all sources, for
the fiscal year do not exceed $42,000,-
000,000 and the appropriations which we
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are about to make for ECA, the imple-
mentation of the Atlantic Pact, for de-
fense, for the integrated programs, and
domestic appropriations for our own
economy, exceed $50,000,000,000, would
the Senator feel we were justified in
making a straight cut right through all
appropriations in order to avoid in-
creasing taxes or engaging in deficit
spending?

Mr. McMAHON. Frankly, I do not
want to answer that question at this
time. I do not wish now to tie my hands
for the rest of the session, because the
question which the Senator asks implies
a commitment over a period of time to
which I do not think I want to bind my-
self. So, with all due deference to the
Senator's question and its propriety, I
still say that I refuse to be bound at
this time.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McMAHON. 1yield for a question.

Mr. KEM. The Senator has spoken
very feelingly and forcefully regarding

.the use of ECA money for national de-
fense. I should like to ask him if he
believes the ECA is an adequate substi-
tute, in whole or in part, for national
defense?

Mr. McMAHON., Oh, no; certainly
not. I regard it as being supplementary
to our national defense budget. I agree
with what Dr. Nourse said, as quoted in
the newspapers today, that it is all one
picture—ECA, defense, implementation.
It is all for the defense and security of
our own people.

Mr. KEEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator further yield?

Mr. McMAHON., I yield.

Mr. KEM. Do I correctly understand
the Senator’s position when I understand
it to be that ECA is supplementary to
national defense, that national defense
should be our first consideration, and
then, after we have adequately armed
ourselves, if we have funds for ECA, we
should devote so much as we can to that
purpose? %

Mr. McMAHON. No; I do not think
I would come to that conclusion, be-
cause I regard our policy as an inte-
grated whole, I will say to the Sena-
tor that I am not so sure that perhaps
some economies cannot be made in the
national defense budget. The Senator
from Connecticut has certain ideas about
that which he will express when the ap-
propriation bills reach the floor of the
Senate. However, it seems to me we
make a mistake in regarding the size
of our national defense budget, the ECA,
and the North Atlantic Pact as being
anything except a part of the national
defense of the United States. If it is
not that, we have no right to undertake
these things.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?

Mr. McMAHON. I yield.

Mr. KEM. Did I correctly understand
the Senator from Connecticut to refer
to ECA as being supplementary to the
national defense?

Mr. McMAHON. Call it complemen-
tary, if the Senator will. It is all a part
of the whole. That is what I am trying
to tell the Senator.
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Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield for a further guestion?

Mr. McMAHON. 1 yield.

Mr. KEM. The Senator seems to have
great faith in our financing the British
Isles and the continent of Europe as
being a part of our defense against com-
munism. I will ask the Senator if he
agrees with Mr. Winston Churchill when
he says that the Socialist Parties of Eu-
rope are handmaidens and heralds of
communism.

Mr. McMAHON, I will say that we
have been through an election campaign
recently, and I heard far worse things
than that said about the party of which
I have the honor to be a member. Such
things are still being said. That does
not prove that they are true. I have
the greatest respect for Mr, Churchill.
I think he is one of the great statesmen
of our time or of any other time, but,
at the same time, I know that Mr,
Churchill is human and that he was con-
fronting a constituency in sn election.

Mr. KEM. Will the Senator from Con-
necticut permit me to suggest to him
that he has been led into error, that the
statements made by Mr. Churchill were
made by him in the House of Commons
on the bill to nationalize the iron and
steel industry of Great Britain, and were
not in any sense a part of a campaign
speech?

Mr. McMAHON. In one sense every
speech members of the legislature make
is a campaign speech in a democratic
country, because it is upon the basis of
what we say and do here that we must
defend ourselves before the electorate.
As the Senator from Connecticut un-
derstands, the iron and steel question in
Great Britain is going to be determined
in- the 1950 election. The people of
Great Britain will have the opportunity,
in the same way we have the opportu-
nity, to pass upon national policies, to
go to the polls and cast secret ballots to
determine what they as a people shall
do. The right of a free ballot is one of
the best evidences of the exercise and
workings of democracy of which I know.
That is the way the people of Great
Britain are going to determine this ques-
tion in the election of 1950.

Mr. KEM. Will the Senator permit
me the observation that the decision as
to whether Great Britain shall national-
ize the iron and steel industry of Great
Britain should not be made by the Brit-
ish people at the election in 1950, but
should be made by the Congress of the
United States at the present session?

Mr. McMAHON. The Senator from
Connecticut has already expressed his
ideas about that, and there is no use reit-
erating them. -

Mr. President, I am anxious to take my
seat, but I should like to say just one
word before I conclude. When the Gov-
ernment of Great Britain nationalized its
banks and nationalized its railways, it
pald its own people with British notes
and British pounds, not dollars. I can
anticipate the Senator rising and saying,
“Yes, but it is the Marshall-plan aid that
sustains the whole economy, and gives
their money some worth.” That, I
grant, is true, and no sensible man can
deny it, At the same time, we must also
admit that the pound note; which are
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handed over to the owners of the secu-
rities of the British industries are not
acceptable for dollars, but are really
tradable only in the sterling area.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, I should like
to ask the Senator if the losses in the
nationalized industries in Great Britain
are not a part of the deficit in the Brit-
ish budget which we are called upon to
make up under the Marshall plan?

Mr. McMAHON. Yo, I do not think
s0. I do not believe they are.

Mr, EEM. I should like to ask the
Senator if he would be kind enough to
elucidate that point a little further, and
explain to the Senate, and for the REc-
oRD, in what way the losses incurred by
the nationalized industries of Great Brit-
ain are not a part of the deficit in the
British budget which we are called upon
to make up under the Marshall plan.

Mr. McMAHON. The Senator from
Connecticut is now at the end of his ar-
gument on the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Missouri. I do ot feel that
I should prolong the discussion. I have
given the Senator my opinion, and I
shall now take my seat.

Mr. HICKENLOOFPER. Mr. President,
I should prefer to make such suggestions
as I shall present in a colloquy with the
Senator from Missouri, but under the
existing stringency of the rules under
which the Senate is operating, I presume
I should occupy the floor in my own
right, and attempt to speak to the Sena-
tor from Missouri in that capacity. I
shall invite his questions to me, and in
advance, without going through too
much detail, I assure the Senator from
Missouri that I shall yield, while I have
the floor, at any time he may wish to ask
me a question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the
Senator will indulge the Chair a moment,
the Chair observed the phrase in the
Senator's remarks “the existing strin-
gency of the rules.” The present occu-
pant of the Chair does not consider that
there is a present stringency of the
rules. The present occupant of the
Chair regards the rules as stated, clear
and definite, and so long as he remains
the occupant of the Chair, the rules will
be enforced without fear or favor.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr, President,
I find myself in some disagreement with
the amendment offered by the Senator
from Missouri. Without taking the time
of the Senate to any great extent, I shall
say that I am not satisfied to support
the Senator’'s amendment as it now reads
because of its reference to a specific in-
dustry, such as the iron and steel indus-
try, and because of certain other verbiage
which is used in the amendment. I have
been-giving it considerable thought, be-
cause I am definitely sympathetic with
the point the Senator from Missouri is
trying to make. -

I wish to call the attention of the Sen-
ate to certain basic assumptions I make.
In the first place, we have heard of the
“do not touch” philosophy so far as the
operation of the internal affairs of other
governments under ECA are concerned.
I have supported the theory that we
probably should not attempt to dictate
the internal social and political opera-
tions of the governments we are trying
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to aid, and the peoples we are trying to
aid, but I submit that we are in every
act of the ECA dictating the terms under
which ECA will be used within those
countries.

I submit that it has been made abun-
dantly clear repeatedly by officials of the
State Department, and on the floor of the
Senate and of the House of Representa-
tives, that if a country is a Communist-
controlled country we will extend no ECA
aid to it at all. That is a determination
as to the use of ECA aid based upon a
social and political philosophy enter-
tained in the particular country.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator
from Missouri for a question? The
Chair is not attempting to be unduly
stringent, but acting in accordance with
the rules of the Senate.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. As I stated, I
shall be glad to yield to the Senator from
Missouri at any time for any question
he may care to propound.

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the
Senator whéther at the outset of the
Marshall plan program it was not in-
dicated, at the OEEC meeting,
Spain did not have a government which
met with the approval of the conferees
there, and that as a result throughout
the Marshall plan we have declined any
aid to Spain.

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. Presi-
dent, I am happy the Senator asked the
question, because I was going over to the
other side of the political and social fence
to call attention to the fact that in Fas-
cist Spain we have adopted the policy of
not extending Marshall plan aid, because
we do not like or approve, apparently,
the type of government operating there.
S0 in the Marshall plan we have under-
taken to circumscribe the use of the
funds, both for Communist countries on
the one hand and for Fascist countries
on the other, a direct program to deter-
mine the philosophy of government
which we will elect to support with ECA
money.

Mr. President, we hear much said re-
peatedly to the effect that we must not
touch nationalism of industries or any-
thing of the kind because we would be
violating the freedom of self-determina-
tion in the participating countries, I
think that argument falls when we con-
sider the Communist philosophy on the
one hand and the Fascist philosophy on
the other, both of which we have said we
would not aid with ECA money.

Mr. President, I may disagree, indeed
I do disagree with the Socialist philoso-
phy of nationalization, but, by the same
token, I agree that the people of Great
Britain have an inherent right of self-
determination, and if they want social-
ism and nationalization, and if it is ac-
complished on a voluntary and free basis,
that is their business. I shall not at-
tempt to change or alter their form of
government or their attitude toward
their social or political forms so far as
that is concerned; but I believe I have
some right to say in advance how a por-
tion of my tax dollar shall be spent in
connection with the social and political
activities of other countries. Without
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attempting to change their forms I ought
to have some right to place a limitation
upon how the American taxpayer’s dollar
is to be spent abroad.

We are against communism, we are
against fascism, and certainly I hope
that the overwhelming majority of the
people in the United States are against
socialism and against nationalization.
But eliminating the blood purge and a
few things like that, I hope we see in it
the same evils to a free and competitive
society that we see in communism or in
fascism.

If we go further into the operations of
ECA, it becomes apparent that every
dollar spent by ECA in countries abroad
is a dollar spent with a limitation placed
upon it by the Administrator. He even
examines every private-business venture
which ECA dollars are supposed to sup-
port, and he says “No, this is not good for
your economy,” or “This is good for your
economy.” *“I will advance and author-
ize ECA dollars in this project,” or “I
will withhold them in that project.”
Those are private-enterprise projects.
So in effect we control every dollar of
money that is spent under the ECA pro-

ram. If we did not so control our
money, if we did not so use our money In
the ECA countries, there would be no
restrictions in the bill, and we might as
well make a flat appropriation in dollars
to each country, and say, “Use the money
as you please.”

While I do not like the Senator's
amendment as such because I think
there are certain restrictions in it which
I feel I could not support, I should like
to suggest to the Senator an amendment
to or a substitute for his amendment
to see what he thinks about it. In place
of the language he has in his amendment
I should like to suggest language some-
thing like this, to be inserted at the prop-
er place:

The Administrator shall not authorize as- °
«slstance under this act within any partici-

pating country when such assistance will
provide dollars or dollar credits which may be
used by such participating country directly
or indirectly to acquire and operate, in whole
or in part, any baslc industry as a national-
ized industry.

Mr. President, I call attention to the
language of that proposal and its effect.
My amendment does not attempt to die-
tate how countries shall conduct their
internal affairs so far as nationalization
is concerned. It does not say to any
country, “You shall not nationalize your
industry.” But it does say that no
American dollars or dollar credits shall
be used to aid in the nationalization of
their industries or to support such
nationalization. They can proceed to
nationalize if they want “o. We place
no prohibition on them. But if they do
hereafter, they have to do it completely
under their own power and without the
aid of American dollars or dollar credits
either in the acquisition of or the opera-
tion of such nationalized basic industries.

In my judgment, Mr. President, that
preserves the principle of not dictating
to a country whether it shall or'shall not
nationalize. It doesnot dictate what the
people shall do under their own power
within their country if they have the.
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means and will to do it. It only pro-
vides—and I will read it again:

The Administrator shall not authorize as-
sistance under this act within any partici-
pating country when such assistance will
provide dollars or dollar credits which may
be used by such participating country
directly or indirectly to acquire and operate,
in whole or in part, any basic industry as a
nationalized industry.

Mr. President, if we do not believe that
nationalization of industries is good for
a free economy and for the type of gov-
ernment and economy in the world in
which we want to live; if we believe in
leaving the other fellow still free, how-
ever, to do as he pleases within his own
country with his own political and social
forms, then I cannot see any objection
to this prohibition. It only says that
American dollars or dollar credits shall
not be used hereaiter by any country to
nationalize or operate its nationalized
basic industries.

I believe we have a perfect right to
make reservations on the use of Ameri-
can dollars, I believe we not only have
the right to do it, but we are doing it
every day and in every transaction under
the ECA. We evaluate projects. We
say we will give money or withhold
money based upon our judgment on the
projects over there. We do not give
money to Communist countries because
we do not like the Communist philosophy.
We do not give money to Fascist coun-
tries because we do not like the Fascist
philosophy. If we do not believe in na-
tionalization, I think we have a basic
responsibility to put some kind of a
string, not upon whether the British
people or other people can nationalize
their industries, not upon that, but we
have a right to put some kind of a string
on how American dollars and American
credits shall be used in going forward
with socialistic experiments of national-
 ization among peoples we are trying to
help.

I am happy to help them even if they
are Socialists. That makes not too much
difference. I believe they have a peaceful
method of attempting to accomplish
their reforms. There is a difference be-
tween the National Socialists of Europe
and the Communists. The objectives
socially and economically are the same.
The methods of attaining them and the
methods of enforcing them are different,
as the Senator from Missouri has pointed
out. The National Socialists believe in
an orderly procedure in attaining their
nationalization and control. The Com-
munists believe in the blood purge and
revolution as the basic method of ac-
complishing their end. But respecting
our American dollars, which have been
obtained through the sacrifices of the
American taxpayers, I believe we must
think and act clearly and wisely in pre-
venting their use and the use of credits
for nationalization purposes, in which
I believe the overwhelming number of
Americans disbelieve.

I simply wish to say again to the
Senator from Missouri that I have made
my suggestion to him, I hope, in a spirit
of cooperation and purpose which I be-
lieve we have in common. I do noft mean
to be cfiensive, and I hope he will forgive
my criticism of his original amendment.
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Mr. EEM. Mr. President, may I say
very briefly——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Missouri is recognized in
his own right.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Missouri addressed the
Chair first.

Mr. EEM. Mr. President, I will yield
the floor to the Senator from Michigan.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Missouri cannot yield the
floor to another Senator, .

Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. President, I ask
for the floor in my own right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Michigan now addresses
the Chair and asks for the floor in his
own right. The Chair recognizes the
Senator from Michigan.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, do I cor-
rectly understand that the Senator from
Missouri is recognized?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Missouri has resigned the
floor, and the Senator from Michigan has
been recognized.

Mr., FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
hope the junior Senator from Missouri
[Mr. EKem] will accept the substitute
which has been suggested. I have not
had much to say on the floor of the Sen-
ate in relation to the ECA, but I wish to
say a few words on the pending amend-
ment, and particularly on the substitute
suggested by the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
HICKENLOCPER].

I was greatly impressed by the argu-
ment of the able Senator from Towa when
he stated that we have something to say
as to the use to which our dollars shall
be put. He indicated—and it is clear—
that we said we would not extend aid to
Spain because in the opinion of the
American people Spain is a Fascist dic-
tatorship. We had something to say
when it came to giving ECA aid to Rus-

- sia, which is a proletariat dictatorship.

We have something to say, in the amend-
ment which was offered by the able Sena-
tor from California [Mr. KNowrLanNp] in
connection with aid to China. We have
restricted the President. We have said
that he shall not extend aid in areas in
China which are dominated by the Com-
munists. So we do have the right to
say what American dollars shall be used
for. Every dollar that is spent will be
raised by taxation, and the sweat and
tears of the American people will pay for
these appropriations. Quite properly,
America should say what the money shall
be used for.

We talk about socialism and about
communism; but I believe that anyone
who understands the fundamentals of
communism, of socialism, and of Marx-
ism will say that they are so similar the
difference is only a matter of degree.
We think of Britain as being an out-
standing nation in the preservation of
freedom. We think of Britain in con-
nection with our judicial system. We
who are trained in the law go back to
the days when we studied the judicial
system of Britain. We know that in this
country we have adopted many of the
British legal principles. The great com-
mon law of America is the common law
of the British Empire.
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We cannot imagine that America could
ever go socialistic or communistic. We
cannot understand how the great British
Empire, with its traditions, could ever go
socialistic or communistic; but I say that
it can happen there, and it can happen
here. That is the question with which
we are concerned today.

Anyone who read the article, Stalin on
Revolution, published in the Foreign Af-
fairs Quarterly for January of this year,
has a better understanding of the sub-
ject. If one will read the Manifesto
of 1848 by Marx and Engels he will un-
derstand how close socialism is to com-
munism. Communism is able to move
with the ebb and flow of the tide. It
retreats here and advances there.

Let me bring to the attention of the
Senate something which I received in
the mail only yesterday. This pam-
phlet is being distributed at the Uni-
versity of Michigan. A few years ago
the then Attorney General of the United
States, Mr. Biddle, made a finding that
the Communist Party in America stood
for the overthrow of Government by
force and violence. Does our present
Government feel that is the principle
of the Communist Party? It must, be=
cause it has indicted and is now trying
in the District Court of the United States
in New York City the heads of the
American Communist Party for conspir-
ing to overthrow the American Govern-
ment by force and violence. Will the
Communists retreat and try to advance
upon some other front?

Mr. Foster, in his book published in
1931 or 1932, stated that the Red Army
would help to establish communism in
America.

Let us find out what is said in the
pamphlet which is being distributed to
students of the University cf Michigan.
I am sure that it is being distributed
al other universities. At the end of the
pamphlet we find the following:

Write to the National Youth Commission
or Council of Student Clubs, Communist
Party, 35 East Twelfth Street, New York
City.

Then there is this line:

I would like more information on the Conr-
munist Party—

Name_
Address
City
State_

Mr., ‘Will the Senator
yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
present occupant of the Chair will en-
force the rule requiring the Chair to be
addressed.

Mr. BRIDGES.
the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Michigan yield to the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire?

Mr. FERGUSON. Iam glad to yield to
the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. BRIDGES. I entered the Cham-
ber after the Senator had started his ad-
dress. Who issued this pamphlet?

Mr. FERGUSON. The National
Youth Commission or Council of Stu-
dent Clubs, Communist Party, 35 East
Twelfth Street, New York City.

Mr. President, I wish to read a por=
tion of the pamphlet, and then I shall

BRIDGES.

Mr. President, will
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place all of it in the ReEcorp. It is very
cleverly written. On page 5 we find the
following:

Now we will tell you what the Communist
Party stands for.

On another page there is the following
language:

The Communist Party does not now and
never has advocated the overthrow of the
Government by force and violence. Its con-
stitution specifically calls for the expulsion
of any member who conspires to overthrow
any or all Institutions of American democ-
racy.

That is the retreat, because they know
that there is a law in the United States,
the Smith Act, which makes it a crim-
inal offense to conspire to overthrow the
United States Government by force or
violence.

Mr. KEM. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Michigan yield to the
Senator from Missouri?

Mr. FERGUSON. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the
Senator from Michigan if the Youth
Commission or Council of Student
Clubs of the Communist Party, the plat-
form of which the Senator is reading,
has not brought its platform exactly in
line with the platform of the Socialist
Parties of Great Britain, France, and
other countries of western Europe.

Mr. FERGUSON. I am of the opin-
ion that it is very similar.

On page 5 it is said: N

Now we will tell you what the Communist
Party stands for.

I now read what it is said the Com-
munist Party in America stands for:

Peace, the Bill of Rights, full equality for
the Negro people, the right to work, the
right to strike, the right to social security,
the right to advocate sociallsm to end the
wars and depressions which capitalism
breeds.

There is the secret of the whole thing;
we find it in the last line of this publi-
cation, I say to the Senator from Mis-
souri. All of us will agree to the first
principles mentioned in the pamphlet, as
I have just read them; they are humani-
tarian prineiples.

But then it is said in this pamphlet:
the right to advocate sociallsm to end the
wars and depressions which capitallsm
breeds.

Incidentally, Mr. President, I shall ask
to have all of this pamphlet printed in
the Recorp, but I wish to refer now to
what it states. Mr. Foster says:

“In fighting agalnst all these monstrous
evils, in working for a Bocialist America, I
am performing the profoundest patriotic
duty.”

Then on page 6 they say to the students
of the University of Michigan and, I am
sure, to other university students—and
now I read further from this pamphlet:

And * * * well tell you what the
Communist Party demands for young people:

Mr, President, what do they demand
for young people? I am reading from a
statement made by the party which, so it
says, has no tie to Russia. Oh, no; they
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do not helieve in revolution, they do not
believe in what the Communist Party of
Russia stands for, so they say; but here
is what they say in this pamphlet; here
is what the Communist Party demands
for the young people:

First, Repeal the draft.

Mr. President, there are many persons
who do not believe in the Communist
Party, but who do believe in repealing
the Draft Act, of course.

I read further from the pamphlet:

We stand for the defense of the Unlted
States agalnst all its real enemies. But
America is in no danger of attack from any-
one. We are the most powerful Nation in the
world today. The draft was engineered in
order to create a war scare s0 that Wall
Street could send American boys to China
and Greece and the rest of Europe. Not to
defend America * * * but to multiply
‘Whall Street profits. To gobble the world.

Becond. End Jim Crow in the armed forces.
Discrimination, segregation, Jim Crow—these
are the real subversives.

Third. Give 18-year-olds the right to vote.
If they are old enough to be drafted they
are certainly old enough to cast the ballot.

Fourth. Give youth a real job-training pro-
gram; teach them gkills; get them jobs.

Fifth. A public-housing program which
will give young people homes—not promises.

Sixth. An end to quota system and all dis-
crimination in education.

Beventh. Pass Federal aid to education bill.

Eighth, Full academic freedom for students
and teachers. An end to thought control.

Senators will notice that the Com-
munists apparently have retreated, and
seem to be arguing now for humanitarian
principles. Imagine, Mr. President. The
Communist Party, which is part and par-
cel of the dictatorship of Russia, now
wants an end put to thought control, so
they say; and they expect the American
people to believe that.

At Oregon State College, or at the Uni-
versity of Washington, not long ago, a
professor was discharged, supposedly be-
cause of his Communistic tendencies or
his beliefs in communism or his connec-
tion with it. Quite a case was made of
it, but actually he was discharged on the
ground that if a person is a Communist,
he does not have the independence of
thought necessary to a free academic
mind. His thoughts are controlled—and
that is exactly the truth. But in this
pamphlet the Communists advocate to
the youth of America, “An end to
thought control.”

Mr, President, I ask ungnimous con-
sent to have the entire pamphlet printed
in the Recorp at the conclusion of my
remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit A.)

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Michigan yield to the Sen-
ator from Oregon?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. Did I correctly under-
stand the Senator from Michigan to
make reference to the recent Oregon
State College and University of Wash-
ington cases?

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes. I wish the
Benator from Oregon would give us a 1it-
tle more light on that,
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Mr. MORSE. I shall do so by way of
asking a question.

Mr. FERGUSON. Very well; I yield to
the Senator from Oregon, to permit him
to ask a question.

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator from
Michigan know that the dismissals at
the University of Washington were the
result of hearings in which it was found,
in the opinion of the persons who con-
ducted the hearings, that the members
of the faculty who were dismissed were
or are avowed Communists?

Mr. FERGUSON. I was not certain
that it was brought out at a hearing, but
I had the other information.

Mr. MORSE. The Senator from
Michigan was of the understanding that
a finding was made that those persons
were Communists?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the
Senator from Oregon propounding a
question to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr, MORSE. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Very
well.

Mr. FERGUSON. And the Senator
{rom Michigan understands the ques-

fon,

e'flhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Very
well.

Mr. FERGUSON. I say that I under-
stand that a finding was made that they
were Communists.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Michigan yield to the Sen-
ator from Oregon?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator from
Michigan agree with the Senator from
Oregon that no principle of academic
freedom is violated whenever an institu-
tion of learning in this country takes
the position that persons who are avowed
Communists should not have the right
to teach in American institutions of
learning?

Mr. FERGUSON. I would say that is
absolutely true, because the moment a
man adopts the Communistic philosophy,
he closes his mind to everything except
the things which are agreeable to the
communistic line, and therefore he has
no freedom of thought.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a further question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Michigan yield to the
Senator from Oregon?

Mr. FERGUSON. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MORSE. Does the Senator from
Michigan agree with the Senator from
Oregon that there is a great deal of dif-
ference, and that the difference should
be recognized, between academic free-
dom to search for the truth, no matter
where the path of search may lead, and
license to infiltrate into our educational
system the indoctrination of the Russian
ideology?

Mr. FERGUSON. I recognize that,
and that is the real distinction. The
people of America generally should un-
derstand that that is the real distinction
between the two propositions, as the Sen-
ator has stated it.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Benator yield for a further question?



4066

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Michigan yield to the
Senator from Oregon for a question?

Mr, FERGUSON. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Oregon, to permit him to ask
a question.

Mr. MORSE. Will the Senator from
Michigan permit me to call his atten-
tion—and I say this most humbly, for
fear the majority leader may think I am
again demonstrating that I think I know
the answer to a great many questions,
although I hope I know the answer to a
few, but certainly not too many—will the
Senator from Michigan permit m2 to ask
him whether he is familiar with a piece
of writing which I inserted in the Con-
GRESSIONAL REcorD the other day in re-
gard to the differences, as I see them,
between academic freedom and the lack
of right on the part of any texcher to
held his job when he is proved to be a
Communist and uses his teaching posi-
tion to infiltrate, by way of indoctrina-
tion, Russian propaganda into our
schools?

Mr. FERGUSON. I must apologize
to the Senator from Oregon when I say
that I did not see that in the REcorp
and I was not on the floor at the time {
when it was inserted. But I understand
what the Senator from Oregon has in
mind, and I recognize the difference.

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, if I may
be permitted to state one sentence at
this point, I wish to say to the Senator
from Michigan that I desire to associate
myself with his comments on the danger
of permitting our school system to be
used as a source for the indoctrination
of communism.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr, President,
sometimes such matters make me feel
that those who would have Communists,
with their closed, arbitrary minds, teach
our youth communism, should think
about whether we would tolerate for a
moment having a criminal teach crim-
inal law, for instance, in our schools.
The situation is quite similar, because
it is a violation of our institutions and
of our laws to permit crime to be taught
in our schools; and, of course, after a
declaration of war, some of the acts we
have been referring to here would be
treason.

Mr. President, returning now to the
original subject. The Senator from
Michigan believes that socialism of in-
dustries, if carried to a certain point,
necessitates dictatorship for their opera-
tion, and the minute England or any
other nation proceeds to socialize, to
have the state become the owner of its
institutions, of its industry, and, thereby,
of labor, they must go then to dictator-
ship.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Michigan yield to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina for a ques-
tion?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. MAYBANK. I wanted to ask the
Senator from Michigan whether the
man to whom he was referring was a
teacher in the State schools of Michigan
or was employed by the Federal Govern-
ment.
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Mr. FERGUSON. If the able Senator
will bear with me, I was quoting from
a folder which was mailed or delivered
to a student at the University of Michi-
gan. It was mezailed to me yesterday,
with a letter.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a further ques-
tion?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Michigan yield to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. MAYBANK. Did the Federal
Government, or any of the agencies of
the Federal Government, have any part
in it?

Mr., FERGUSON. No. It is a pam-
phlet. And, by the way, this is one of
the few times a document of this kind
has bzen labeled as being Communist lit-
erature. It is stated on the pamphiet:
Write to National Youth Commission or
Council of Student Clubs, Communist
Party.

Mr., MAYBANK, Mr, President, will
the Senator yield further?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Michigan yield further to
the Senator from South Carolina for a
question?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr, MAYBANK. Where was the
pamphlet sent from?

Mr. FERGUSON. From New York
City.

Mr. MAYBANK. What has that to do
with the Federal Government? I am as
much opposed to communism as is the
distinguished Senator from Michigan.
We have none of that in the schools of
South Carolina, I may assure the Sena-
tor.

Mr. FERGUSON. If the able Senator
will bear with me, I do not claim it has
anything to do with the Federal Gov-
ernment. I am trying to develop the
argument that in the opinion of the Sen-
ator from Michigan socialism and com-
munism are so near together that the
Communist Party in America has re-
treated from its open and avowed prin-
ciples, although the Senator from Michi-
gan believes that they still have in their
hearts principles of force and violence
so far as wishing to overthrow the Gov-
ernment is concerned. Those who are
familiar with the doctrines of Marx
know that communism and socialism are
close together. Both of them, I may
say advisedly, hate capitalism.

America is founded upon the idea of
free institutions, of individual liberty—
yes, on the Bill of Rights as we under-
stand it, not as communism understands
it. I say the American people have a
right to say that their dollar shall not
be used directly or indirectly to acquire
and to operate in whole or in part any
basie industry as a nationalized industry.

As I said before, Mr. President, when
a government passes beyond a certain
point in socializing its industry, it must
ultimately resort to a dictatorship for the
enforcement of rules and regulations.
Therefore, if we are sure to have a free
world, we have a right to say that our
dollars shall not be used to do that which
can ultimately result in a dictatorship,
at which time the country would not be
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entitled to any aid according to standards
we have already preseribed. We say to-
day that we will not give aid to Russia,
we will not give it to Spain, we will not
give it to China, except in areas which
are not dominated by Communists.

If the conscience of any Senator tells
him that through socialization a country
can step over into totalitarianism, then
he should not vote to give one dollar of
the taxpayers’ money to any nation
which, in his opinion, by the usa of it,
could become a dictatorship, and there-
fore not a real ally with America in the
cause of furthering world peace.

So I say that if the able Senator from
Missouri will accept the substitute of the
Senator from Iowa, I think we shall have
squarely presented to us the question: Do
we believe in the socialization of major
basic industries? Do we believe that by
socializing them, sooner or later it will
be necessary to have a dictatorship to
operate them? If a dictatorship is re-
quired to operate them, a nation in such
circumstances cannot be an ally of the
United States under the North Atlantic
Pact or the ECA. I think the issue is
presented to us fairly, and I hope Sen-
ators will see fit to vote for the substitute.
Its adoption will tell the world where we
stand on this great question involving
the differences between ideologies—be-
tween America and her institutions, on
the one hand, and the ideology of the
other extreme, as exemplified by Russian
institutions.

ExHIBIT A
SomEeB0DY'S GOING To INVESTIGATE You IF You
Don't WatcH Our!

You don't believe it, eh?

Who's that guy working with you?

Who's that student you're rooming with
this year?

Who's that new kid on your team?

Sure, we know his name is Joe. We know
his father works in a hardware store and his
brother is a mechanic at the plant downtown.
But did you know his third cousin by mar-
riage has an uncle who is known to have
signed a petition to place a Communist can-
didate on the ballot in Pennsylvania in the
year 1940? You didn't, eh? Well, how do
you feel about it now—assoclating with an
American whose third cousin’s uncle believes
everybody, including Communists, have con-
stitutional rights?

Boy, wait till the un-American Committee
gets you on the stand. BSuppose they ask you
whet you were dolng on December 26, 19477

You don't remember that night; do you?
But the committee does.

That was the night someone persuaded you
to go to a peace rally. There were maybe
7,000 people there, but the boys were able to
pick you out because you're a big guy and
because you've got red hair. Red! Get it?
And do you remember who spoke at that
rally? Vriro MarcanNToN1O—the United States
Congressman from New York.

'Nuff said!

ONCE UPON A TIME

Once upon a time we had gremlins.

Now we have Communists instead.

If the people get mad about high prices, if
you want more pay in your envelope, if you
think every young person is entitled to a job
regardless of the color of his skin, if students
ask for education instead of UMT, if vets are
getting worked up about no housing and
exorbitant rents, if the voters get disgusted
with the old parties, if Wallace's Progressive
Party eampalgns for peace, then this is what
the big boys of Wall Street do:

They yell Communist loud and strong.



1949

If they yell it loud enough and strong
encuzh and long encugh they hope you'll
forget that Congress hasn't done anything to
bring prices down or give the Nation hous-
ing or guarantee them peace. (Because the
GOP and the Democrats are both in hock
to big business.)

And the papers will be full of nice fat,
scare headlines which are aimed to scare
anybody who wants to vote for Wallace.

And to keep the fat headlines rolling, the
un-American Committee cooks up a big fake
spy scare.

And Harry says to Tom Clark: “Investl-
gate the Reds! Call a grand jury! Make a
big noise! Or they'll vote for Henry and
we’ll both be out of a job come Novem-
ber 4."

THEY DREAM UP FORCE AND VIOLENCE

So they call a grand jury. It's supposed to
be a big hush-hush, But they let it leak out
to the press that startling revelations are
coming: big spy story—tie-up of Communist
espionage in high places.

And when the grand jury finally emerges,
does it say anything about Communist spies?
It does not. Because there are no Commu-
nist spies. The jury admits it has abso-
lutely no proof.

So lacking a bona fide spy scare they drag
out an old lemon known as force and vio-
lence. On this charge they indict 12 leaders
of the Communist Party. They plot to out-
law the Communist Party. This is the way
the indictment goes: The Communists are
“a soclety * * * of persons who teach
and advocate the overthrow and destruction
of the Government of the United States by
force and violence.”

That charge is a lie.

This is the truth: The Communist Party
dces not now—and never has—advocated the
overthrow of the Government by force and
violence. Its constitution specifically calls
for the expulsion of any member who “con-
spires to overthrow any or all institutions of
American democracy.”

The Supreme Court of the United States,
in the Schnelderman case, in 1943, stated
that the Communist Party “desired to
achieve its purpose by peaceful and demo-
cratic means.”

Now, we'll tell you what the Communist
Party really stands for:

Peace, the Bill of Rights, full equality tor
the Negro people, the right to work, and to
strike, to social security, the right to advo-
cate socialism to end the wars and depres-
sions which capitalism breeds.

What we believe in was never said better
than by Willlam Z. Foster in answer to the
Herald Tribune. He said:

“As an American I love our bread and
beautiful land, its liberty-loving people, its
wonderful industrial achievements, its glori-
ous democratic traditions. But I do not love
its capitalist system. All my adult life 1
have rebelled against an order of soclety
which permits individuals to grab and hold
as their private property the great natural
resources and industries of our country, and
which allows them to exploit for personal
prefit the masses of our people. I refuse to
accept a social system under which a vast
disproportion of the national wealth is owned
by a few, and which forces one-third of our
people to remain ill-clad, ill-fed and il-
housed, while armies of useless, parasitic
capitalist idlers revel in luxury; a society
which permits the barbaric lynching of Ne-

groes to go unpunished; which inflicts our.

country periodically with devastating eco-
nomic crisis and gigentic mass unemploy-
ment, and which is now deliberately organ-
izing to plunge the world into another still
more terrible war. In fighting against all
these monstrous evils, in working for a So-
cialist America, I am. performing the pro-
foundest patriotic duty.”
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It is this kind of bellef and the right to
hold these bellefs that the Government is
trying to stifle by indicting the 12 Commu-
nist leaders. The grand jury could charge
no specific actions; it indicts the Com-
munists for holding Iideas., “Dangerous
thoughts!” Of peace, security, democracy.
If the Communist Party is outlawed—which
is the purpose of the indictment—the gates
are open to Fasclsm. Exactly as it started
in Germany.

And we'll tell you what the Communist
Party demands for young people:

First. Repeal the draft. We stand for the
defense of the Unlted States against all its
real enemies. But America is in no danger of
attack from anyone, We are the most power-
ful nation in the world today. The draft was
engineered in order to create a war scare so
that Wall Street could send American boys

to China and Greece and the rest of Europe. .

Not to defend America * * * but to
multiply Wall Street profits. To gobble the
world.

Second. End Jim Crow in the armed forces.
Discrimination, segregation, Jim Crow—
these are the real subversives.

Third. Give 18-year-olds the right to vote.
If they are old enough to be drafted they are
certainly old enough to cast the ballot.

Fourth., Give youth a real job-training
program; teach them sklills; get them jobs.

Fifth. A public-housing program which
will give young people homes—not promises.

Sixth. An end to quota systems and all dis-
crimination in education.

Seventh. Pass Federal ald to education bill.

Eighth. Full academic freedom for students
and teachers. An end to “thought control."

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment proposed by the junior Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Eem].

Mr, KEM. Mr, President, I accept the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Jowa to my amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the
Senator be so kind as to send it to the
desk? And does the Senator mean, by
accepting it, that he is modifying his
own amendment to read as it shall now
be read by the clerk? Is that the mean-
ing of the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. KEM. That is correct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri modifies his own
amendment. The clerk will state the
amendment as modified.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 4,
between lines 19 and 20, it is proposed
to insert the following:

{c) SBectlon 111 of such act 1s further
amended by adding at the end thereof a new
subsection as follows:

“(d) The Administrator shall not author-
ize assistance, under this act, within any
participating country when such assistance
will provide dollars or dollar credits which
may be used by such participating country
directly or indirectly, to acquire and operate
in whole or in part any baslc industry as a
nationalized industry.”

The FRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from
Missouri as modified.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, un-
der all the circumstances, I think the
Senate ought to recess now. I move the
Senate stand in recess until to-
morrow——

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe
Senator from Texas withhold his
motion?
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Mr. MYERS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas has the floor. Does the
Senator from Texas yield the floor?

Mr. CONNALLY, I yield to the Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Gener-
ally speaking, a Senator can yield only
for a question, in line with the policy laid
down by the Vice President, but since the
Senator from Pennsylvania is the acting
majority leader, he may make a state-
ment.

Mr, MYERS. Mr. President, it is our
intention that when the Senate takes a
recess, it recess until 12 o'clock noon to-
morrow. We hope that we may then be
able to finish the consideration of the
bill sometime tomorrow. I am sure that
most of the Members of the Senate
would like to avoid a Saturday session,
and in order to accommodate the mem-
bership, it is our hope to remain in ses-
sion tomorrow until we conclude consid-
eration of the bill. But before we re-
CesS——

-Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas has the floor. Does he
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr, CONNALLY. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, may I
ask the acting majority leader if his state-
ment means—and I agree that we should
try to press for a conclusion of the bill—
we will stay in session with the idea of
finishing the bill tomorrow or tomorrow
night?

Mr. MYERS. That is correct. We
have fixed no definite time. It is our
hope that we can finish tomorrow. I
say that only because I think most of
the Members of the Senate desire to
avoid a Saturday session.

Mr. KNOWLAND. MTr, President, will
the Senator yield for an insertion in the
RECORD?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe
Senator from Texas yield to the Sen-
ator from California?

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the Senator from California
is recognized for that purpose, as any
other Senators will who wish to offer
insertions for the RECORD.

ALLEGED DISCRIMINATIONS AGAINST
AMERICAN INDUSTRY

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr, President, I
ask unanimous consent to have inserted
in the ReEcorp a letter dated March 24,
which I addressed to Honorable Dean
Acheson, regarding quota restrictions
which discriminate against American in-
dustry and agriculture, the reply of the
Secretary of State, dated March 30, 1949,
and a leiter from Under Secretary Webb
dated April 1, 1949,

There being no objection, the corre-
spondence was ordered to be printed in
the REcorp, as follows:

MarcH 24, 1949.
Hon, DEAN ACHESON,
Secretary of State,
Department of State,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr, SECRETARY: We would be very
much interested to know what steps have
been taken by this Government to have the
British Government materially reduce or
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eliminate quota restrictions which discrim-
inate against American industry and agri-
culture. At a time when the Congress is
being urged to contribute to the opening
up of the channels of trade it seems to us
to be inconsistent for the British Govern-
ment to establish economiec iron curtains
against American industrial and agricul-
tural products, whether such restrictions be
in the nature of quota arrangements, dis-
criminatory taxation, or currency restrictions.

Any information you could furnish rel-

ative to this sltuation would be appreciated.
Sincerely yours,
WiLLiam F. ENOWLAND,
California.
STYLES BRIDGES,
New Hampshire.
RoBerT A, TAFT,
Ohio.
EpwARD MARTIN,
Pennsylvania,
OWEN BREWSTER,
Maine,
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, March 30, 1949.
The Honorable WinLiaM F. ENOWLAND,
United States Senate.

My DeAr SeNaTOR Knowrawp: I have re-
ceived the letter of March 24, 1949, signed
by you and Senators Bripges, TAFT, MARTIN,
and BrRewsTER asking for information about
the steps which this Government has taken
to have the Brifish Government eliminate
quota restrictions.

I have asked officers in the Department
to look into this matter carefully and will
write to you agaln on the subject In the
near future.

Sincerely yours,
DEAN ACHESON.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, April 1, 1949,
The Honorable WiLLiam F, ENOWLAND,
United States Senate,

My Dear SenaToR EnowrLAwD: I refer to
the letter of March 24, 1949, in which you
and Senators Brmces, Tarr, MARTIN, and
BrewsTER ask for Information relative to
certain discriminations by the British Gov-
ernment against Amerlcan industry and ag-
riculture and in which you state that the
existence of such discrimination seems to be
inconsistent with the objective of opening
up the channels of trade.

Such discriminations against American in-
dustry and agriculture as are now in effect
among European countries are part of a
pattern whereby such countries are seeking
to derive maximum benefit toward European
recovery from their Inadequate supply of
dollars, In the main, these restrictions
limit the import of products requiring dollar
expenditure which the countriées can do
without or can obtain from their respective
domestic economies or from soft currency
sources, By conserving their dollars in this
fashion, European countries are in a position
to make the most of the assistance which
they recelve under the European Recovery
Program and thereby to insure that Euro-
pean recovery will progress at the speediest
practicable rate and at & minimum cost to
the American taxpayer.

Current policies, which have been devel=-
oped jointly with the Economic Cooperation
Administration and with other interested
agencies, have been framed with a full rec-
ognition of the desirability of returning at
the earliest possible date to a pattern of
nondiseriminatory multilateral trade. In
order for such a pattern to be established
on a sound and lasting basls, European re-
covery must have progressed to a point where
not only the over-all balance of payments of
the European countries can practicably be
brought into balance, but also their balance
of payments with the dollar area.
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It 1s the aim of the ERP to achleve such
a situation as rapidly as practicable. Prog-
ress toward this objective during the last
year has been real, but a point has not yet
been reached where it would be possible for
European countries to achieve a balance In
their dollar payments without careful con-
servation of their dollar earnings supple-
mented by assistance from the United
Btates.

As you no doubt know, the relaxation of ex-
isting restrictions upon trade and currency
convertibility invelve questions of timing
which are of the utmost complexity. You
will recall the unfortunate experience which
the British suffered when, in the summer
of 1947, under the terms of the loan agree-
ment, they reestablished limited sterling
convertibility. You will recall that the Brit-
ish Government was compelled to abandon
such convertibility within a few weeks, but
only after serlous inroads bad been made
upon her dollar reserves, In its participa-
tion in the development of policies in this
field, the Department is earnestly endeavor-
ing to avold such premature measures in
the future, which would only result in an
increased burden on United States taxpayers,
while at the same time moving toward the
earliest reattainment of multilateral, non-
discriminatory world trading. The Depart-
ment shares with you the conviction that
such a pattern of world trading is the only
lasting basis upon which economic relation-
ships with Europe can be built,

I am enclosing extra copies of this letter
and I should appreciate your giving one to
each of the Senators who joined you in sign-
ing the letter.

Sincerely yours,
JamEes E. Wess

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr, President, I
ask unanimous consent to have inserted
immediately following that correspond-
ence a copy of an article which appeared
in the Londcn Times under date of
March 31, 1949, relating to film quota.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

RepucTioON 1IN FILM QUOTA—OPPOSITION

URrGES UNDERSTANDING WITH AMERICA

WESTMINSTER.—In the House of Commons
this evening Mr. H. Wilson, President of the
Board of Trade, moved the approval of an
order to reduce the film quota for first feature
films from 45 percent to 40 percent.,

He explained that the order did not repre- |

sent an uncontroversial proposal. No quota
in this unhappy and divided industry could
be uncontroversial. He had received no rep-
resentations, official or unofficial, from Holly-
wood or any other part of America. The
quota was fixed by the Board of Trade, con-
sclentiously and fearlessly, in relatlon to the
avallable facts.

He had departed from the figure recom-
mended by one-half of the film council.
Producers and renters were in favor of ac-
cepting the 45 percent, and were supported
by one-half the trade-union representation.
The exhibitors and the other half of the
trade-union representation supported a pro-
posal to reduce the quota to 33 percent.
Apart from the chairman the voting was
exactly equal, and the chalrman cast his vote
in favor of a reduction, but said he did not
favor a reduction as low as 8314 percent. In
those clrcumstances he did not think it could
be represented that he had flouted the advice
of the film council since that advice was
divided,

INCENTIVE TO INDUSTRY

There were two main considerations to be
borne in mind in fixing a quota. One was
the paramount necessity of building up a
sound and healthy production industry in
this country. Last year’s quota was meant
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to be an encouragement and incentive to the
industry. During the passage of the recent
act he undertook to fix the quota at such a
level as would provide a distribution outlet
for all British films of a reasonable quality.
They had to have in mind supplying to ex-
hibitors a reasonable cholice of films for their
patrons. It would therefore be wrong to fix
a quota merely in the interests of encourag-
ing British production.

From the discussions in the film counecil
it seemed reasonable to assume that hew
British first-feature films this year would
number between 70 and 80. The 40-percent
quota would mean that a town with three
cinemas having a change of program no more
than once a week would satisfy its obligation
with British films. The quota of 45 per-
cent would require a total of 72 British films,
and thus the new order gave a slightly larger
margin between the number of films availa-
ble and those required.

It was a great disappointment to him to
have to reduce the quota. He did not want
to sound too discouraging about it. The in-
dustry was going through difficult times, and
if he thought that the reduction was more
than temporary he would feel a good deal
more concerned about the position than he
did. He approached the reduction with the
idea of reculer pour mieux sauter.

THE BIG COMPANIES

It was a fact that the big companies in the
industry had been drawing in their horns
for financial reasons. The films required to
honor the reduced quota would have to come
to a greater extent than hitherto from inde-
pendent producers, who would require to be
financed from sources other than the tradi-
tional ones in the industry, particularly from
the new Film Finance Corp, Recent Holly-
wood film awards had shown that the quality
of the best British films was still the best in
the world.

Apprehension had been expressed that
the quota was too high for the noncir-
cuit exhibitor. The board of trade was
empowered to award reduced quota per-
centages or in some cases total exemption
from quotas to exhibitors who applied for
relief and fufilled certain prescribed condi-
tions. It was too early to say to what extent
relief would be given in the coming period
but, in relation to the current year, they
had granted relief of varying amounts to 1,471
cinemas, besides awarding total exemption to
a further 307. In most cases it would be
possible to award relief to those exhibitors
who required them.

He was certain it was right to reduce the
quota. It would have been an unfair burden
on exhibitors in the light of the number of
films expected to come forward to have re-
quired them to show 45 percent of their
screen time through British films, That
might have led to a break-down of the act
if a large number of cinemas could not fulfill
the quota set; nor would it have been In the
best interests of British film production. On
the other hand, to have reduced the quota
further to 3315 or 25 percent would have dealt
a grievous blow to British film production in
this country.

He could understand why exhibitors in
general were pressing for a lower quota, but
they must realize that the short-term direct
financial interest of the cinema exhibitor did
not coincide with either the short-term or
the long-term economic Interest of the coun-
try as a whole. However true it might be that
exhibitors’ profits would have increased if
they had been allowed to show a higher pro-
portion of imported films, it was true that
the economic condition of the country would
have been gravely prejudiced by such a
course, and, indeed, it would have dealt such
a serious blow at the film production indus-
try that it might have endangered the sup-
ply of films to the exhibitors.
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UNEXPECTED RESULTS FROM QUOTA—MORE
FINANCE NEEDED

Mr. E. Fletcher (Islington, E., Labor) sald
that if the object of the quota was to give
the maximum assistance to British film pro-
duction, it followed that no unnecessary or
unjustified relief from the gquota should be
given. Those cinemas which had had quota
relief were able to show more American films
and draw off revenue from the cinemas show-
ing a higher quota, and he estimated that as
a result there was a net loss of £1m. to Brit-
ish film production.

In the current year the quota of 45 percent,
while it had been fulfilled by and large, had
had the unexpected result that instead of be-
ing a stimulus to British production the re-
verse had happened. Studios were empty,
there had been redundancy and loss of em-
ployment. The reason for this was the diffi-
culty in getting finance from private sources,
and sooner or later it would be necessary for
the Government to give increased financial
assistance to British producers, just as it
would also be necessary to work out a con-
cordat with the Americans for quality films
to be made in both countries on a basis of
reciprocal showing.

Sir I. Fraser said that in a laudable at-
tempt to encourage the making of British
films and the saving of dollars the president
‘of the board of trade had fixed the quota too
high for all practical purposes.

Mr, N. Maclean (Glasgow, Govan, Labor)
gaid that in suggesting a quota of 40 percent
the president of the board of trade was act-
ing in deflance of the Cinematograph Films
Council, set up by himself, which recom-
mended a quota of 33}5 percent.

Mr. Granville (Eye, Labor) sald we were
losing the celluloid cold war with the United
States. The cut of 5 percent in the quota
and the fact that there was a great deal of
redundancy in British studios proved that
either the advisers to the president of the
board of trade were wrong or there was some-
thing fundamentally wrong in the industry
itself. The industry could not be safeguarded
by quota gualifications. It needed an inter-
national agreement which would give the
production side of the industry in this coun-
try the first real opportunity it had had for
years.

ARTIFICIAL PROPS

Mr, T. O'Brien (Nottingham, W., Labor)
eald that the film industry, buttressed as it
had been with a quota for the past 20 years,
had now failed to stand up to the Americans,
It was a source of considerable disquiet. He
was not convinced that the finance was or
would be available to meet the 40-percent
quota, The quota would not put into em-
ployment one man who Wwas now unems-
ployed but would lead to further unemploy-
ment. The problem could only be solved
by taking away the artificial props which this
government and previous governments had
put up to bolster the industry. The more
props there were the more disagreement there
would be among the interests in the industry.
The time had come to tell the industry that
it could no longer expect any government
permanently to assist it.

Mr. McCallum (Argyll, Conservative) asked
what conslderation had been given to the
position of independent Scottish exhibitors.

Mr. Levy (Eton and Slough, Labor) said
that no amount of money tendered as gift or
loan to the production side of the industry
would be of any use In alleviating existing
difficulties unless there was fairer distribu-
tion of hox-office earnings.

Mr. W. G. Shepherd (Bucklow, Conserva-
tive) said that the basic difficulty was the
lack of necessary cooperation by the Amer-
ican industrialists whese backs had been put
up unnecessarily by Mr. Dalton. It was also
essential that there should be some sort of
unity in the British industry,
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AMERICAN FRODUCTIONS

Mr. Wilson sald he had warned the Amer-
ican negotiators last year that he would fix
the highest possible quota figure. He could
not have discussed with them, or even in-
dicated to them, the figure he had in mind
at that time, because he had no specific figure
in mind, and by statute he was required to
consult the new films couneil which could
not be set up until the act was passed.

With regard to the present guota, no rep-
resentations had been received from Amer-
ican interests. He would welcome much
greater American film production in this
country. The American Industry was facing
possible changes as a result of a legal decision
which made it difficult for them to negotiate
either with the British Government, or the
British film industry.

It was completely wrong to suggest that
the present situation was due to the 45-per-
cent quota. If it was the opposition’s argu-
ment that the falling off in the box-office re-
ceipts was due to the low quality of the films
produced under the quota, they must realize
that this quota was only announced in the
middle of June and did not come into effect
until October. It would have been almost
impossible to get the films produced to have
an effect on attendance and the finances of
the industry.

BANK ADVANCES—MR. LYTTELTON'S CRITICISM

Mr.Lyttelton (Aldershot, Conservative) said
the effect of fixing a 45-percent quota had
undoubtedly been to give some substance to
the fears about the quality of British pro-
duction, which he thought had been falling,
Producers admittedly were finding finance
difficult. The advances which one joint-
stock bank had made to one large film con-
cern were greatly in excess of £10,000,000 and
the security which the bank had against
the advances largely consisted of canned
films. It was not the type of banker’'s ad-
vance which was particularly popular either
in Lombard Street or Threadneedle Street.

He could not congratulate the govern-
ment on the history of the negotiations with
the American film industry. We could not
afford the unrestricted importation of Ameri-
can films, but the opposition h- 1 =aid that
every effort should be made to gein not only
an agreement with the Americans but also
their cooperation. A great mistake was made
at that tlme because immediately after the
agreement with Mr, Eric Johnston had been
concluded the quota was fixed at 45 percent
without any previous consultation with the
Americans. That was an immature piece of
negotiation. It had led to a number of un-
pleasant consequences for us.

He noted from reports which he had re-
ceived from America that the reduction of
the gquota to 40 percent had done nothing
whatever to relieve the bitterness of the
American film industry at the size of the
quota generally. The Americans were ex-
tremely obstructive to British films being
shown in the United States. Rightly or
wrongly, they felt they had been treated in
rather a smart way by the British Govern-
ment.

WORST OF ALL WORLDS

Another consequence was that there was
something like a sit-down strike by American
producers in this country concerning the use
of the blocked sterling they had accumulat-
ed here. They were sullen and uncoopera-
tive and were not using that blocked ster-
ling to produce films here. Exhibitors were
short of third-feature fllms and the public
were deflnitely put off attendance at cine-
mas by the quality of the films. The con-
sequence was that unemployment was begin-
ning to be rife.

Taking it all together, the rather maladroit
way in which the Government conducted
their negotiations had resulted in the Indus-
try as a whole getting the worst of all worlds.
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The Government's action, so far as the Gov-
ernment had interfered, was done in a way
which would lead one to suppose that the
industry was already nationalized. [Laugh-
ter.] It gave one very little confidence about
the future.

He hoped that the lessons of this mess
would be borne in on the Government. A
certain amount of face-losing on their part
had to be recognized and we should try to
gain the cooperation of the Americans. It
was clear that the industry was in great
Jeopardy. The necessary first steps were to -
reopen the subject with the American pro-
ducers, to release some of the British film
earnings abroad, and to consider at an early
date some remission of the purchase tax.

This order represented a set-back to all who
were hoping for a continually expanding pro-
duction, but provided that the industry could
settle its other problems, financial, distribu-
tion, and all the rest, he would hope not
only that this quota could be realized with-
out bardship to anyone, but, further, that
they could look forward to a reversion to a
higher quota in the reasonably near future
and see a firmly established film industry in
this country.

Mr. Blackburn (Birmingham, King’'s Nor-
ton, Labor) said that on the last occasion
when he addressed the House, he repeated
information he had incorrectly received as
a member of the committee of inspection
in the liguidation of the Royal Mail Steam
Packet Company that Lord Baldwin had in-
tervened in relation to the prosecution of
Lord Kylsant. He wished to withdraw that
statement., He now knew that it was in-
correct,

We had In this country, he continued, the
resources and the men to fulfill the 45-per-
cent film quota and no valid reason had been
glven why it should not be fulfilled. The
government should requisition the studio
space and see that we produced the films for
the quota. We did not want the American
film industry being built up in this country.
We should be fighting to have our own indus-
try. The whole of the producers and renters
were unanimous that they wanted to retain
the 45-percent quota.

Mr. Gallacher (Fife, W., Communist) said
that Mr. Rank and company laid the founda-
tions of the ruin of the industry and the mass
unemployment through the enormous ex-
penditure on films in the attempt to get the
American market. The 45-percent gquota
could easily be fulfilled. Mr. Wilson should
take over control of the studios and set the
people to work,

The order was approved.

EXTENSION OF EUROPEAN RECOVERY
PROGRAM

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the hill (5. 1209) to amend the Eco-
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948.

Mr. MAYBANE. Mr. President, I de-
sire to inquire if there will be an execu-
tive session this evening.

Mr. MYERS. Yes, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair is advised that there will be an
executive session.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Texas yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Texas yield to the Sen-
ator from Maryland?

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to ask
the Senator from Texas, in view of the
fact that the debate has been continu-
ing for approximately 3 weeks and that
all phases of the subject have been cov-
ered, if it would not be possible to get a
unanimous-consent agreement that at 2
o'clock tomorrow afternoon the Senate
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begin voting on the bill and all amend-
ments thereto. It seems to me that 3
weeks is a pretty long time.

Mr. CONNALLY. I think it is feasible
and sensible; but I do not know whether
it is practicable.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator from Tex-
as whether he will put that proposition
to the test. I do not mean to be captious
in asking this, but I myself think that
after 3 weeks of debate we ought to dis-
pose of the matter and proceed with
something else.

Mr. CONNALLY. I will yield to the
Senator from Maryland so that he may
precpound the request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator cannot yield for that purpose.
What is the pleasure of the Senator from
Texas?

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that, beginning to-
morrow at 2 o’clock, the Senate proceed
to vote upon all pending amendments,
to be followed by a vote on the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I wish to say that
I do not share the view that the debate
on this important issue before the Sen-
ate has been too prolonged. I am per-
fectly willing to let the record speak for
itself. As a proponent of the pending
legislation, I take the position that it is
of the utmost importance that the point
of view of Senators who are in disagree-
ment with the legislation be made a mat-
ter of record, so that the people of the
Nation—and there are hundreds of them
writing to their representatives, raising
objections to the pending bill—can know
as a fact that we have considered all
possible objections and criticisms to the
proposed legislation.

Further, I want to say, Mr. President,
that in view of the parliamentary situa-
tion which has developed in the Senate,
in view of the course of action which has
been followed by the majority leader in
the handling of the business of the Sen-
ate, it will be a long time indeed before
the Democratic side of the aisle will be
able to transact business by way of unani-
mous consent. It will transact business
by motion only.

The junior Senator from Oregon ob-
Jects.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I
yield the floor.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate——

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a moment?

Mr, MYERS. I shall be very happy to
yield to the Senator from Maryland.

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to ask
the Senator from Pennsylvania why not
proceed with the session. Why should
the Senate recess at this time?

Mr MYERS. There was a general un-
derstanding or agreement that a recess
would be taken at approximately 6 or
6:30 o'clock unless there seemed to be
an opportunity to complete debate on the
bill by 8 or 9 o'clock. There are a num-
ber of pending amendments, and it seems
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to me there is no possibility of finishing
before 12 o’cloclz tonight. Therefore we
thought it would be better to go over
until tomorrow, in the hope that we
might remain in session tomorrow until
a reasonable hour and get a vote on the
passage of the bill.

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Pennsylvania yield to the
Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. MYERS. I yield.

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, do I cor-
rectly understand that the acting ma-
jority leader says he hopes we can get
through tomorrow?

Mr. MYERS. The best I can say is
hope.

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to
the Senator from New Hampshire for
a question?

Mr, MYERS. I yield.

Mr. TOBEY. Is the Senator familiar
with the biblical statement that hope
deferred maketh the heart sick?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Long
deferred, is it not?

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire would ques-
tion the authenticity of the quotation as
given by the occupant of the Chair.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, a point
of order. }

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will state it.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Presiding Offi-
cer has no right to engage in conversa-
tion with Senators on the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator is quite correct, and if it is the
desire of the Senator from Maryland,
the remark will be expunged,

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to
the Senator from New Hampshire?

. MYERS. I yield.

Mr. TOBEY. Does the Senator from
Pennsylvania have valid reasons for his
hope that the Senate can finish tomor-
row?

Mr. MYERS. I do. The Senate now
seems to be in good humor, and I am
hopeful we can finish tomorrow. I think
it is probably advisable to take a recess
this afternoon, because every Member
seems to be in good humor at this time.

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to
the Senator from New Hampshire for a
question?

Mr. MYERS. I yield.

Mr. TOBEY. I suppose the Senator
thinks that sufficient unto the day is the
evil thereof. Is that correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair makes no observations in connec-
tion with that statement.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. MYERS. I move the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of executive
business.
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The motion was agreed to, and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dox-
NELL in the chair) laid before the Senate
messages from the President of the
United States submitting sundry nomina-
tions, which were referred to the ap-
propriate committees.

(For nominations this day received,
see the end of Senate proceedings.)

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on
Finance:

Sam D. W. Low, of Houston, Tex., to be
collector of customs for customs collection
district No. 22, with headquarters at Galves-
ton, Tex., to fill an existing vacancy; and

Victor Russell, of Port Arthur, Tex,, to be
collector of customs for customs collection
district No. 21, with headguarters at Port
Arthur, Tex. (reappointment),

By Mr. O'MAHONEY, from the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs:

Ernest Gruening, of Alaska, to be Gover=
nor of the Territory of Alaska (reappoint-
ment).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no further reports of committees, the
clerk will proceed to state the nomina-
tions on Executive Calendar.

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF WASHINGTON

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Hawthorne Arey to be a member
of the Board of Directors of the Export-
Import Bank of Washington.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Cornelius Vanderbilt Whitney to
be Under Secretary of Commerce.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

NOMINATION PASSED OVER

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Thomas C. Blaisdell, Jr., to be As-
sistant Secretary of Commerce. :

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I re-
spectfully ask that the nomination go
over at this time. I want the Recorp to
show that I am making the suggestion
in behalf of a Senator who is not on the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
nomination will go over, in accordance
with the request.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Hugh W. Cross to be an Inter-
state Commerce Commissioner,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Oswald Ryan to be a member of
the Civil Aeronautics Board.

Mr., MAGNUSON. Mr. President,
without taking the time of the Senate
to make a few remarks I had intended
to make on this nomination, I ask unani-
mous consent that the statement I have
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prepared be printed in the body of the
REecorp at this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator understands that under the rule
the statement will be printed in small
type, not in the regular type, does he?

Mr. MAGNUSON. I understand that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Washington?

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR WARREN G. MAGNUSON

Oswald Ryan is an original member of the
Civil Aeronautics Board, appointed by Presi-
dent Roosevelt in 1938. He had previously
served 64 years as general counsel of the
Federal Power Commission under the Hoover
and the Roosevelt administrations, during
which time he had argued important public-
utility cases to the Supreme Court and other
Federal courts.

Mr. Ryan was the only lawyer on the Board
during its early years and the only member
that had had previous experience in public
regulation. Accordingly he took leadership
in developing the technique of the new regu-
lation. Thus, he urged, and the Board
adopted years ago, an administrative pro-
cedure which separated the judicial from the
prosecuting functions and provided for a fair
hearing for all interested parties In both
Judicial and legislative cases. In this con-
nection, it is a significant fact that when
the Administrative Procedure Act was
adopted by the Congress a few years ago,
the Civil Aeronautics Board was the only
quasi-judicial commission of the Govern-
ment which found it unnecessary to make
basic changes in its procedure to conform
to the new law. That was because the basic
reforms provided by the new act had been
adopted years before by the Board on its
own motion,

Another contribution which is credited to
Mr. Ryan was the establishment of prudent
investment as the basis of rate making, Mr,
Ryan, before coming to the Civil Aeronautics
Board, had appeared before the Supreme
Court and argued as a “friend of the Court”
in favor of the prudent-investment method
of public-utility rate making as against the
old reproduction-cost method. He success-
fully urged this rate-making reform upon
the Board.

Mr. Ryan has also led in the past 10 years
in bringing about a cooperative relation be-
tween the Civil Aeronautics Board and the
various State aviation agencles which have
frequently been in conflict, In 1945 he of-
fered to the representatives of the States
assembled at St. Louls a solution to the
problem which contemplated congressional
action which would give to State aviation
sgencies and courts concurrent jurisdiction
to enforce Federal aviatien laws and regu-
lations. Within the past fe.v days the State
aviation commissions, the Civil Aeronautics
Administration, and the Civil Aeronautics
Board have reached common agreement upon
this plan which the Congress will be asked
to incorporate in legislation.

[From the ConNGrEssIONAL RECORD, Sanate,
December 16, 1942]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Mr. BargrLey, Mr. President, yesterday the
President sent to the:Senate two nomina-
tions to the Civil Aeronautics Board, one be-
ing that of Oswald Ryan, of Indiana, to be
a member of the Clvil Aeronautics Board, for
the term expiring December 31, 1948, which
is a reappointment, and the other the nomi-
nation of our colleague the Senator from
Oklahoma |Mr, LEE| to be a member of the
Civil Aeronautics Board. It was not intended
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that the nomination of the Senator from
Oklahoma should come up for consideration
at this session. By some mistake of the
clerieal force at the White House his nomina-
tion was included. The Senator from Okla-
homa is not eligible to appointment to that
Board until after his term as Senator ex-
pires, because the Board was created during
the term of the Senator from Oklahoma
which is now expiring. Therefore, I do not
expect any action to be taken upon that
nomination, now. The other nomination,
however, of Mr. Ryan is a reappointment,
and I ask unanimous consent that that
nomination be confirmed without referen

to committee, .

Mr. McNary. Mr. President, this matter
was called to my attention yesterday. I am
acquainted with Mr. Ryan and familiar with
his work on the Board, and so far as I am
personally concerned, I have no objection to
the confirmation of the nomination of Mr.
Ryan at this time. It Is a reappointment,
and, of course, otherwise would have to go
over until the next session.

Mr. BarkireY. I make the request, Mr.
President, with the approval of the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. BAILEY], the chair-
man of the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. McCARRAN, Mr. President, I desire to
make one or two remarks as to Mr. Oswald
Ryan, in furtherance of the request made
by the majority leader. As the author of the
act under which Mr. Oswald Ryan is serving,
I wish to pay the very highest possible com-
pliment to him for his very able, efficlent,
and progressive administration while he has
been in his present position. I think there
is no man in the United States who could
better fill the position than Mr. Oswald Ryan,
and I am glad to join in the request that his
nomination be immediately confirmed.

The Presming OrFfFicER. The nomination
will be stated.

The legislative clerk read the nomination
of Oswald Ryan, of Indiana, to be a member
of the Civil Aeronautics Board, for the term
expiring December 31, 1948 (reappointment).

The Vice PresIpENT. Is there ebjection to
the present consideration of the nomination?
The Chalr hears none, and, without objec-
tion, the nomination is confirmed, and the
President will be immediately notified.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the nomination of Oswald
Ryan is confirmed, and the President
will be notified.

Mr. MYERS., Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order be
withdrawn, because I understand the
Senator from South Carolina desires
to direct some remarks to the nomi-
nation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the order made by the
Chair a moment ago will be set aside. Is
there objection? The Chair hears none,
and it is set aside. 5

Mr., MAYBANK. Mr. President, I
wish to say that Mr. Oswald Ryan, a
distinguished member of the Civil Aero-
nautics Board, who has been nominated
for a 6-year term, served ably and long
on the Federal Power Commission, and
in the dark days in South Carolina we
were fortunate in having Mr. Ryan serve
in that position. He rendered great
service to the State of South Carolina in
connection with the development of the
Santee River. He defended us in the
circuit courts and in the local courts.
The State went on record, hy the adop-
tion in the legislature of a-long resolu-
tion, in appreciation of his great service
as a member of the Federal Power Com-
mission, originally appointed, I believe,
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by President Hoover. He served ably
and long, and I am happy to be in the
Senate fo cast my vote for the confirma-
tion of his nomination. He is an out-
standing American, and has been of
great assistance to South Carolina and
to the United States in general.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Oswald
Ryan, of Indiana, to be a member of
the Civil Aeronauties Board? Objection
was made by the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Myers] for the purpose of
allowing the Senator from South Caro-
lina to speak on the nomination.

" Mr. MYERS. I withdraw the cbjec-
on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob~
jection is withdrawn,

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I wish to
have the REcorp show that my only pur-
pose in objecting—and perhaps I should
have reserved the right to object—was
to give the Senator from South Carolina
an opportunity to speak in reference to
this nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the nomination.

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
President will be immediately notified
of all confirmations of today.

RECESS

Mr. MYERS. I move that the Senate
stand in recess until 12 o’clock noon to-
mMOrrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at
6 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate took a recess until tomorrow, Friday,
April 8, 1949, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate April T (legislative day of March
18), 1949:

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Stephen T. Early, of Virginia, to be Under
Secretary of Defense.

FEDERAL TrADE COMMISSION

John Carson, of Michigan, to be a Federal
Trade Commissioner for the unexpired term
of 7 years from September 26, 1045,

UNITED STATES MARSHAL

John J. Wein, of Ohio, to be United States
marshal for the northern district of Ohio.
He is now serving in this office under an ap-
pointment which expires April 7, 1949.

IN THE NAVY

The following-named officers for tempo-
rary appointment to the grade of rear admiral
in the line of the Navy:

Lyman A. Thackrey Herbert 8. Duckworth
Carl F. Espe Frank Akers

The following-named officers for temporary
appointment to the grade of rear admiral in
the Supply Corps of the Navy:

Samuel E. McCarty

George W. Bauernschmidt

INn THE NAVY

The following-named cfficers of the Navy
for temporary appointment to the grade of
captain subject to qualification therefor as
provided by law.

The following-named officers for temporary
appointment in the line of the Navy:
Carlton R. Adams Burrell C. Allen, Jr.
Scarritt Adams Robert A. Allen
James A. Adkins William ¥ Allen, Jr.
John W. Alles III Charles H Andrews
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John B. Azer \
Harry P. Badger
James O. Banks, Jr.
Rudolph C. Bauer
Paul P. Blackburn, Jr.
Everett M. Block
John B. Bowen, Jr.
Alston M. Boyd, Jr.
Parke H. Brady
John M. Bristol
Douglas B. Broken-
shire
Thomas M. Brown
Edward Brumby
Harvey P. Burden
Norwood A. Campbell
Joseph P, Canty
Edward 8. Carmick
Albert 8. Carter
Francis M. Carter
George M. Chambers
Wreford G. Chapple
Robert N. 8. Clark
Joseph C. Clifton
Doyle M. Coffee
Victor B. Cole
Edward E. Colestock
John B. Colwell
Richard J. H. Conn
Ray R. Conner
John Corbus
Howard G. Corey
Robert R. Craighill
Dana B. Cushing
James W. Davis
Edward M. Day
Harry E. Day
Walter S. Denham
Jefferson R. Dennis
Paul L. deVos
John B. Dimmick
Joseph E. Dodson
Jack 8. Dorsey
William T. Doyle, Jr.
William M. Drane
Charles G. Duffy
Elmer J. Dunn
Harold E. Duryea
Otis J. Earle
Walter G. Ebert
Ian C. Eddy
Hul K. Edwards
John E. Edwards
William E. Ellis
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David D. Hawkins
George L. Heap
Harold M. Heming
Charles R, Herms
Alexander 8. Heyward.
Jr.
George M. Holley
Herschel A. House
John G. Howell
Charles C. Howerton
John Hulme
Hayes E. Irons
Alexander Jackson, Jr.
Andrew McB. Jackson,
Jr.
Walter T. Jenkins
Lafayette J. Jones
John H. Keatley
Harold W. EKeopka
John O, Einert
William H. Eirvan
Denys W. Enoll
Lyle L. Ecepke
George F, Kosco
Donald F. Erick
Eeith M. Erieger
Thomas R, Eurtz, Jr,
Frederick W. Laing
James G. Lang
Rowland C. Lawver
James T. Lay
John E. Lee
Nicholas A. Lidstone
Horatio A. Lincoln
Charles W. Lord
Vernon L. Lowrance
Frederic C. Lucas, Jr.
Frank P. Luongo, Jr.
Oliver D. T. Lynch
Edgar J. MacGregor III
Hugh T. MacEay
Elwood C. Madsen
Joseph B. Maher
Ray E. Malpass
Herbert H. Marable
Edmund 8. L. Marshall
Henry M. Marshall
Eleber 5. Masterson
Laurance O. Mathews
Jr.
Leo G. May
Charles T. Mauro, Jr.
Albert 8. Miller
Frank B. Miller

Christian L. Engleman Theodore T. Miller

Lot Ensey
Robert J. Esslinger

Ray A. Mitchell
William A. Moffett, Jr.

Willilam 8. Estabrook,Robert R. Moore

Jr.
Charles T, Fitzgerald

John A. Moreno
Elias B. Mott II

Andrew M. R. Fitzsim-Warren H. MecClain

mons
John F. Flynn
Robert 8. Ford
Dennis L. Francis
Bernhart A. Fuetsch
Robert E. Gadrow
Edmund E. Garcia
Kenneth M. Gentry
Frank D. Glnmbat

tista
George O. Gjoerloff
Charles R. Gilliam
Marvin H, Gluntz
John B. Gragg
James - D. L. Grant

Charles E. McCombs
George T. McCready,
Jr.
Montgomery L. McCul-
lough, Jr.
Francis C. B. McCune
Robert D. McGinnis
Louis D. McGregor, Jr.
John R. McKnight, Jr.
Bowen I, McLeod
Ira E. McMillian
Roscoe L. Newman
James H. Newsome
Roy A. Newton
Kelvin L. Nutting

Elonzo B. Grantham,Emmet O'Beirne

Jr.
George M. Greene
William M. Gullett
Elvin Hahn
Thoinas B. Haley
Mervin Halstead
Henry O. Hansen

Burton 8. Hanson, Jr.

Davls W. Olney
Arthuf E. Owen
George G. Palmer
Alex M. Patterson
Harold Payson, Jr.

Herman A. Pleczent-

kowski
William 8. Post, Jr.

Chesley M. Hardison Lynne C. Quiggle

Willlam L. Harmon
David A. Harris

Samuel M. Randall
Allen L. Reed

James W. Haviland ITT Edward C. Renfro

Everet O. Rigsbee, Jr.John F. Tatom
Horacio Rivero, Jr. Robert H. Taylor
Josephus A. Robbins Robert L, Taylor
Norman K. Roberts Olin P. Thomas, Jr.
Allan B, Roby Thaddeus J. Van
Bernard F. Roeder Metre

Joseph A. Ruddy, Jr. Alexander C. Veasey
Lawrence E. Rufl Harry J. Verhoye
Royal L. Rutter James O. Vosseller
Henry G. Sanchez Edwin O. Wagner
Eddie R. Sanders Ellis K. Wakefield
Willlam H. Sanders, Thomas 8. Webb

JP Bamuel P. Weller, Jr.
Eugene T, Sands Charles L. Westhofen
Gifford Scull James D. Whitfield, Jr,
George C. Sea) Edson H. Whitehurst
Raymond ‘N Sharp Willlam W. Wilbourne
Frank T. Sleat Macpherson B.

Harry Smith Williams

William O. Snead, Jr.Thomas L. Wogan
Arthur F. Spring Royal A. Wolyerton
Clyde B, 8tevens, Jr. Henry P. Wright, Jr.
James E. Stevens Thomas K. Wright
Francls 8. Stich Wesley A. Wright
Rcbert J. Btroh William N, Wylie
Walter W, Strohbehn Ray F. Yager
Robert T. Sutherland,Joseph B. H. Young

Jr.

The followlng-named officers for temporary
appointment in the Medical Corps of the
Navy:

Lawrence L. Bean
Sam C, Bostic
Byron F. Brown
George G. Burkley
Herman F. Burkwall Paul G. Richards
Charles L. Denton Nathan L. Robbin
Archibald M. Ecklund Thomas P. Rogers
Richard H. Fletcher Willlam M. Russell
Roland H. Fogel SBhelton P. Sanford
James E, Fulghum Robert V. Schultz
Percy B. Gallegos David W. Sherwood
Charles Gartenlaub Walter J. Shudde
John A. C. Gray Leonard E. Skllling
John K, Hawes Fred B, Smith
Harold Hirshland Charles C. Terry, Jr.
Peter E. Huth Leslie L. Veseen
Spencer . Johnson Ross W. Welsiger
Louis P. Kirkpatrick James N. Williams ,
Ernest S. V. Laub Michael Wishengrad
Jerome P. Long, Jr.

The following-named officers for temporary
appointment in the Supply Corps of the
Navy:
Clark T. Abbott Willard C. Johnson
Thomas L. Becknell, Albert P. Kohlhas, Jr.
Jr. o William M. Landau
James W. Boundy Onnie P. Lattu
Aubrey J. Bourgeols Lionel C. Peppell
Carlos M. Charneco Walter F. Prien
George W. Foott
Hugh C. Haynsworth,

Jr.

The following-named officers for temporary
appointment in the Civil Engineer Corps of
the Navy:

Henry G. Clark Alexander 8. C. Wads-
Arthur I. Flaherty worth

Pinckney M. Jeffords William F. Wesanen
James C. Tily

The following-named officers for temporary
eppointment in the Dental Corps of the Navy:

Robert E. Blair George H. Mills
Jesse B. Bancroft Max A. Moon
Donald M. Coughlin Edwin A. Thomas
Thaddeus V. Joseph Lauro J. Turbini

The following-named officers of the Naval
Reserve for temporary appointment to the
grade of captain In the line of the Naval
Reserve subject to qua.uﬂoatdon therefor as
provided by law:

Lenus F. Adams Charles E. Smith
Benjamin B. Dowell Wilson Starbuck
Arthur F. Morash Frederick R, L. Tuthill

John A. Lund

Leslie .. MacClatchie
Ralph R. Myers

Ira C. Nichols
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CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate April 7 (legislative day of
March 18), 1949:

ExporT-IMPORT BANK OF WASHINGTON

Hawthorne Arey to be a member of the
Board of Directors of the Export-Import Bank
of Washington, D. C., for the remainder of
the term expiring June 30, 1950.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Cornelius Vanderbilt Whitney to be Under
Secretary of Commerce.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Hugh W, Cross to be an Interstate Com-
merce Commissioner for the remainder of the
term expiring December 31, 1850.

Civi, AERONAUTICS BOARD
Oswald Ryan to be a member of the Civil

Aeronautics Board for the term of 6 years ex-
piring December 31, 1954.

IN THE ARMY

The nominations of Earl R. Adams et al,,
for appointment in the Regular Army of the
United States In the grade of second lleu-
tenant, under the provisions of section 506
of the Officer Personnel Act of 19047 (Public
Law. 381, 80th Cong.), eflective June
15, 1949, subject to physical qualification, and
with the dates of rank to be determined by
the Secretary of the Army, and the nomina~
tions of John R. Cross et al., for appointment
in the Regular Army of the United States in

" the grade of second lieutenant in the Med-

ical Service Corps, under the provisions of
section 506 of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947
(Public Law 381, 80th Cong.), eflective
June 15, 1949, subject to physical qualifi-
cation, and with dates of rank to be deter-
mined by the Secretary of the Army, which
were confirmed today, were received by the
Senate on March 31, 1949, and appear in full
in the Senate Proceedings of the CoNGRES-
s1oNAL Recorp for that day, under the cap-
tion “Nominations,” beginning with the name
of Earl R. Adams, which name is shown on
page 3597, and ending with the name of
Dale E. Wykoff, which is shown on page 35988,
IN THE NaVY
APPOINTMENTS

Rear Adm. John W. Reeves, Jr., United
States Navy, to have the grade, rank, pay,
and allowances of a vice admiral while serving
under a deslgnation in accordance with sec-
tion 413 of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947.

Vice Adm, Arthur W. Radford, United States
Navy, to have the grade, rank, pay, and al-
lowances of an admiral while serving under
& Presidential designation as Commander in
Chief, Pacific, Commander in Chief, United
States Pacific Fleet, and High Commi.sslonar
of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands,

The following-named (Naval Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps) to be ensigns in the
Navy, from the 3d day of June 1949:

Orlie G. Baird Charles B. House, Jr.
Leo P. Bauerlein Alvin Rush

Robert “C” Brown, Jr,Ralph G. Spencer
Edward R. Day, Jr. Louis R. Tevell

Dean C. DuBois, Jr. Jeremy F. Worden
Jimmie “C" Hendricks

The following-named (Naval Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps) to be ensigns in the
Bupply Corps of the Navy, from the 3d day
of June 1949:

Robert C. Austin. '

Lee R. Balderston

John F, Rawls, Jr.

Robert L. Herman (Naval Reserve Officers’
Training Corps) to be an ensign in the Civil
Engineer Corps of the Navy, from the 3d day
of June 1949,
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The following-named (Naval Reserve avi-
ators) to be ensigns in the Navy:

George E, Allison Robert P. McArdle
Willlam F. Beatty Carey P, McMurray
Harry L. Benson James G. Measel
Victor D. Brcckmann Albert J. Monger
Alva D. Burkett Richard D. Murray
James E, Cahill William G. Nealon
Charles E. Cantrell, Jr. Norman J. Neiss
Warren E. Carman  Willlam E. Nowers
Richard E. Case Fhil G. Olsen
William A. Cody Delbert A. Olson
Jack C. Coggins Joseph E. Puccini, Jr,
Robert T, Darcy Howard M. Puckett
Howard M. Davenport, Robert N. Radtke

Jr. David R. Reilly
George D. Edwards, Jr.Wallace Rich
Lester H. Finger Daniel P. Riley
Frederick L. Foxton Paul E. Russell
Jack D. Fuller Wallace L. Russell
Robert W. Hargarten Willlam McC. Shaver
Harry J. Hinden James R. Stohl
David B. Holcombe  Glenn E. Trewet, Jr,
Jack I. Holmes, Jr. Bruce W. VanAtta
Robert T. Holmes Joseph M. Verlander
William C. Hoyman Robert S. Vermilya
Glenn D. Jordan Cecll R. Vollmer
Herbert L., Joss Gerald A. Warnke
Frank C. Eolda Douglas A, Washburn
Andrew F. Kruzich Eugene F. Witkowski
Joseph R. Laubach, Jr. Robert H. Witten
Edward F. Lebiedz John L., Zent
Walter B. Lewison

The following-named (civillan college
graduates) to be ensigns in the Navy, from
the 3d day of June 1949:

Edward Auerswald William T Morgan
William E. Biro Wehrle D. Richmond
Albert T. Buckmaster James H. Rogers
Willlam ‘H. Diana, Jr. Francis M. Simmons
Charles F. Jesson Wayne F. Smith
Wade C. Eemerer John H. Thayer
Alfred G. Kreinberg

The following-named (civilian college
graduates) to be ensigns in the Supply Corps
of the Navy, from the 3d day of June 1949,
Andrew M. Durham Robert L. McClintock
Joseph L. Forehand William F. Relser

Willlam T. H. Barton (civilian -college
graduate) to be a lieutenant (junior grade)
in the Dental Corps of the Navy.

The following-named to be ensigns in the
Nurse Corps of the Navy:
Mary A. Ayars Elizabeth L. Eotch
Jennie Binklewlcz Bertha A. Erumming
Irene L. Bryant Margaret H. Lester
Elizabeth M. Dobos  Ellzabeth F. Metcalf
Jessle R, Franklin Janet R. Mullen
Edna P. Gordon May L. Reld
Bobbie L. Henley Jean A. Replogle
Annette A. Kalista Mary Stefanick
Margaret A, Kane Dannelle Westbrook

John M. Whalen to be a commander in the
Medical Corps of the Navy, in lieu of lieuten-
ant commander in the Medical Corps of the
Navy, as previously nominated and con-
firmed.

The following-named officers to the grades
indicated in the Dental Corps of the Navy:

LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS

Lloyd A. Bohaker Howard H. Fischer
Arthur D, Eastman James C. Reader
Harold W. Feder

LIEUTENANTS
Willlam E. Hutson
Charles E. Rudolph, Jr.
John H. Smith
LIEUTENANT
Wayne A. Nelson
The following-named midshipmen (Naval
Academy) to be ensigns in the Navy, from
the 3d day of June 1949:
Emile W. Achee Edward C. Adkins
Francis McE. AdamsRichard 8. Agnew

Jr. Hugh W. Albers
Richard D, Adams Edward L. Alderman

(JUNIOR GRADE)

Robert B. Aljoe.
David S. Allen
Milton N. Allen
John H, Alvis
Ted M. Annenberg
Robert H. Ardinger
"A" llJlI M- ﬂtkin&
Wilfred A. Bacchus
Allan F, Bacon
John A. Bacon. Jr.
Herman M. Bading
Gilliam M. Bailey
Richard T. Bailey
John C. Bajus
Robert F. Baker
Allen H. Balch
William J. Balko
Jack E. Baltar
Robert Barden
Henry B. Barkley, Jr.
John C. Barrow
John F. Barrow
Joseph J. Barrow
Byron 8.
mew, Jr.
Bernard E. Bassing
Charles J. Baumann,
Jr.
Fred G. Baur
Reaves H. Baysinger,
Jr.
Raymond W. Bean
Reynolds Beckwith
James W. Beeler
George M, Benas, Jr.
Cedric E. Bennett
John E. Benoit
Francis W, Benson, Jr,
John 8. McK. Eenson
Richard H. Benson
Manuel S. Bentin
Richard H. Berby
Melvin Berngard
Earl J. Bernstein
Frederick J. Blodgett
Thomas E. Bloom
Paul R. Boggs, Jr.
Roger M. Boh, Jr.
Donald B. Bosley
Alfred C. Boughton
II1

William DeW. Bourne
Rhodes Boykin, Jr.
Robert E. Brady
Walter J. Brajdich
Willlam W, Brandfon
Carl R. Brandt

Bartholo-

Kenneth M. Carr
Robert H. Cartmill
John P. Cartwright
Edward 8. Carver
Albert L. Cecchini
James H. L. Cham-
bers, Jr.
Bamuel R. Chessman
Edmond A. Chevalier
Raymond G. Chote
Louis G. Churchill, Jr.
Glenwood Clark, Jr.
Robert 8. Clark
Willard H. Clark, Jr.
Horace D. Clarke, Jr.
Wade E. Clarke
Richard A. Claytor
Richard C. Clinite
David G. Cluett
Warrington C. Cobb
Albert G. Cohen
William M. Coldwell
Leonor L. Collins
William D. Collins, Jr.
Oliver D. Colvin, Jr.
Richard R. Colvin
Robert N. Congdon
Robert W. Conklin
Harvey Conover, Jr.
Karl F. Cook
Robert J. Coontz
Alan B. Cooper
Stanley G. Cocper
Francis E. Cornett
Stanley T. Counts
Sidney 8. Cocx
Billy H. Craig
Denald E. Craig
Edgar A. Cruise, Jr.
John B. Culp, Jr.
George W. Cummings
Theodore A. Curtin
Stanley W. Curtis, Jr.
Donald A. Dahlman
John M. Dalrymple
John F. Danis
Chester G. Davis
‘Whittler G. Davis
Jules H. Demyttenaere
Edwin L. Dennis, Jr.
Lawrence H. Derby,
Jr.
James D. Dickson
Joe A. Dickson
Edward O. Dietrich
Louis W. Dillman
Horace E. Dismukes

Charles B. Breaux, Jr.John C. Dixon, Jr.

Edward S. Briggs
W{,iliam R. Boughton,
I.
Coleman "“T" Brown,
Jr.
Ernest B. Brown
Frank P. Brown, Jr.
James B. Brown
Robert A. Brown
Gerald F. Brummitt
William L. Bryan
Harry F. Bryant, Jr.

Stephen A. Dobbins
John F. Dobson
William C. Doby
John F. Docherty, Jr.
Harry J. Donahue
John M. Donlon
James A. Donovan
Kurt F. Dorenkamp
William C. Dotson
Robert Mecl. Douglass
Barton M. Downes
John E. Draim

Winfred L. Bucking-Royce C. Dreyer

ham
Robert W. Bulmer
Gerald L. Burk
John F. Burke

Barksdale A. Bush, Jr.

James R. Dughi
Willlam E. Duke, Jr.
Valerio “M" Duronic
Gordon G. Duvall
Behrend J. DuWaldt

Herman J. Bushman Gerald W. Dyer

Jr.
Dempsey Butler, Jr.
James D. Butler
Kenneth LeR. Eutler
Thomas O. Butler, Jr.
William McC. Calla-

ghan, Jr,
John J. Campanile
David O. Campbell
Donald H. Campbell
Lucien Capone, Jr.
James A. Carmack, Jr.
Bruce A. Carpenter
James W. Carpenter
Andrew R. Carr

William T. Eaton

James E. Edmundson

John R. Edson

Howard R. Edwards,
Jr.

Henry W. Ezan

Montraville W. Eger-
ton, Jr.

John J. Ekelund

Richard M. Ellis

Presley E. Eilsworth
IIT

Scott Emerson

Jack L. English

Rcbart J. Eustace
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Merton R. Fallon
Robert L. Faricy
Robert E. Fellowes
Leslis K. Fenlon, Jr.
Eric N. Fenno
James V. Ferrero, Jr.
Stanley 8. Fine

Willlam A. Finlay, Jr.

John BE. Fishburn III
George D. Florence
Philip F. Florence
Henry P. Forbes
Sydney E. Foscato, Jr.
James R. Foster
John B. Foster

Joyce M. Frazee
Warren J. Fredericks
Richard A. Frost
Peter L. Fullinwider
James L. Furrh, Jr.
Donald A. Gairing
Channing Gardner
Paul A. Garrison
John P. Gartland
David E. Gates
Matthew J. Gauss, Jr.
Bernard 8. Gewirz
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Charles A. Hotchklss IT
Charles M. Howe
James C. Hughes, Jr.
Eugene St. C. Ince, Jr.
James E. Inskeep, Jr.
Robert C. James
Rodney R. James
Albert L, Jenks, Jr.
Shepherd M. Jenks
Whitney Jennison
John E. Jensen
John A. Jepson
Theodore N, Johnsen,
Jr.
Dallas DeS. Johnson
Gerald R. Jones
Herman W. Jones
John V. Josephson
Danlel H. Eahn
Joseph N. Kanevsky
Thomas M. Eastner
Eeatinge EKeays
James K, Keihner
Richard W. Eelly
David 8. Kendrick
Richard A. Kennedy,
Jr

Ralph McD. Ghormley Robert W. Eennedy

Beaumont Glass, Jr.
Stephen 8. Glass

William R. Eent III
Thomas J. Kileline

Frank 5. Glendinning Herbert J. Kindl

William I. Goewey
Milton D. Goldberg
Roy E. Goldman
Jaseph H. Gollner

Archer E. Eing ITI
William C. King
Clark M. Einney, Jr.
John R. Eint

Russell F. Goodacre,Gilbert J. Kirk, Jr.

Jr.
Rohbert W. Goodman
Franklin P. Goul-
burn, Jr.
William C. Grant, Jr.
Roy R. Grayson
James H. Green
John W. Green
John L. Greene

Joseph O. Kirkbride,
Jr.

Peter F. Klein

Vernon P. Klemm *

George M. Kling

James E. Kneale

Wallace J. Knetz, Jr.

Arthur E. Enoizen

John H. Koach

Richard G. Greenwood Philip J. Koehler

Stanley “J" Greif
Michael B. Guild
Davis L. Gunckel
Milton Gussow
Douglas B. Guthe
William S. Guthrie
James V. Haley

Walter J. Eraus
Stephen R. Krause
William 8. Kremidas
Otto E. Erueger

. Robert G. KEuhne

Michael K. Lake
William G. Laler, Jr.

William H. Hamilton,Chris W. Lamb

Jr.

John G. Landers

Theodore J. Hammer,John §. Lansill, Jr.

Jr.
James W. Hanson

Norton D. Harding, Jr.

Paul H. Laric
David C. Larish
Norman O. Larson

William N. Harkness, Theodore J, Larson

Jr.
Donald M. Harlan
John F. Harper, Jr.

Willlam L. Harris, Jr.

Charles P, Hary, Jr.
William C. Haskell
Dzale A. Hawley
George A. P. Haynes
Walter L. Helbig, Jr.
Dale P. Helmer
John W. Hemann
Donald Henderson
Robart C. Hendrick-
son, Jr.

Lloyd K. Lauderdale
Robert L. Lawler, Jr.
William G. Lawler, Jr.
Mark B. Lechleiter, Jr.
Thomas F. Lechner
Jack R. Leisure

John F. Leyerle
Theodore E. Lide, Jr.
James B. Linder
Wesley E. Lindsey, Jr.
Thomas D. Linton, Jr.
Donald Lister

Hiram P. F, Llewellyn
Joseph H. Logomasini

Robert C. HennekensHugh E. Longino, Jr,
Harvey S. Henning, Jr.Donald J. Loudon
Frederick W. Herbine,John D, Lund

Jr.

William H, Lynch

Frederick DeL. Hesley, Robert M. McAnulty,

Jr.
Francis R. Hibbard
Charles F. Hickey
Robert W. Hiebert
Jackson D, Hill

Jr.
Eenneth V. McArthur
Ralph W. McArthur
Jeremiah R, McBride
Gerry M. McCabe

Joseph E. Hodder, Jr.Elbert J. McCoy

William E. Hoff
John L. Hofford
John H. Hoganson
Lloyd N. Hoover
Frederick G, Horan
Robert E. Horne, Jr.,

John C. McCoy

Major I. McCreight

Carlos d'A. McCul-
lough

Ewing R. McDonald,
Jr.
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Thomas E. McDonald
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Richard J, Peterson

William D, McFarlane, Willard B. Peterson

dJr.

Malcolm E. Fhares

John B, McFeaters, Jr. Thomas J. Piazza

.Thomas P. McGinnis
William C. McMurray
James A. McQuilling

Richard B. Plank
Kenneth A. Porter
Robert B. Pottelger

Edward I. McQuiston, William W. Potter

Jr.
John A, McTammany
James L, McVoy

Bobby L. Potts
Edwin 8. Pratt
Lee 8. Pyles

Clinton D. MacDonald Calvin E. Rakes

Reginald M. Machell
Jack E. Magee

Shirley McC. Ramsey
Willlam M. Ratlift

Edward J. Maguire, Jvr. Edgar A. Rawsthorne

Timothy R. Mahoney
Charles W. Maler, Jr.
John E. Majesky
John B. Mallard, Jr.
Halford E. Maninger
Robert G. Manseau
William F. Marr
Charles E. Martin

Williamy G. Read, Jr.
William L. Read
James P. Reddick, Jr.
Charles E. Reid, Jr.
Eugene J. Reiher
David R. Rice

John T. Rigsbee
Robert K. Ripley

William L. Martin III James B. Risser

James W. Matheney
Stanwix G. Mayfleld
111
Williamm H. Meanlix,
Jr.
Gilbert D. Mello
Charles F. Meloy
Richard Mergl
‘Warren H. Merrill
Frank Messenger III
Edward J. Messere
John T. Metealf, Jr.
Harry B. Meyer
Charles W. Meyrick
John D, Middleton
Arthur H. Miksovsky
Conrad C. Miller, Jr.
Edmund A. Miller
Gerlous G. Miller, Jr.
John R. Miller
Raymond L. Miller
Robert O. Minter, Jr.
George L. Moffett, Jr.
Robair F. Mohrhardt
Oliver S. Mollison
Lundi A. Moore
Robert 8. Moore
Alfred J. Morency

George E. Morgan, Jr.

Hal McN. Morgan
Harry W. Morgan, Jr.
James F. Murphy
James D. Murray, Jr.
William A. Myers III
Donald A, Nadig
Guy M. Neely, Jr.
Andrew G. Nelson
Philip 8. Nelson
Robert H. Nelson

Gerald G. Roberts
Thomas M. Rogers
Paul D. Roman
Richard M. Romley
Robert E. Rowe
Jack W. Rupe
Willlam H. Russ III
William N, Rutledge
Merwin Sacarob
Frithiof N, Sagerholm,
Jr.
Frank C. Bain
Robert J. Salomon
Wilbur H. Sample
Ernest D. Banders
William C. Sandlin, Jr.
Peter J. SBaraceni
Peter J. Barris
William J. Sawtelle
Valentine H. Schaeffer,
Jr.
Albert A. BSchaufel-
berger, Jr.
Frank P. Schlosser
Donald R. SBchmidt
Bernard Schniebolk
Paul L. Schoos
Walter A. Schriefer
George 8. Schuchart
Elliott P. Bchuman
James H, Scott
Jack Beoville
Carl H. Sebenius, Jr.
Thomas T. Seelye, Jr.
Angelo P. Semeraro
Louis M. Berrille
Richard H. Seth
Harry E. Shacklett
William M. Shanhouse

Meredith W. Nicholson Sumner Shapiro

Lionel MacL. Noel
Calvin C. Norman

Lewis A, Shea, Jr.
Oscar C. Shealy, Jr.

George L. Norman, Jr.Byron M. Shepard

William J. Norris
Curtis R. Norton, Jr.

Frank E. Sherman
Eugene F. Shine, Jr,

John A. Oesterreicher Earl R. Short
William A. O'Flaherty Rodric M. Singleton,

Patrick G. O'Eeefe
Oscar E. Olsen
Robert B. Ooghe
John C. Ostlund
Edward J. Otth, Jr.
Dean T, Ousterhout
Andrew J. Owens
Edward W. Page
James R. Page

Jr.

George L. Biri, Jr.
Robert E. Sivinskl
Stephen A. Bkomsky
Carl R. Smith, Jr.
Charles R. Smith, Jr,
Donald A. Smith
Earl W. Smith, Jr,
Frederic W. Bmith

Anthony L. Palazzolo Gerald F. Smith
Courtland A. Palmer, Homer L, Smith

Jr.,

James H. B. Smith

Howard B. Parker, Jr.Paul E. Smith

Warren S. Parr, Jr.
James E. Patton
Milton O. Paul
John H. Perkins, Jr.

Robert F. Smith, Jr,
Robert L. Smith
Robert McE. Smith
Wayne D. 8mith

Cornelius 8. Snod-
grass, Jr,

William H. Somerville

Felix 5. Spielmann

David H. Sprague
Edgerton T. E.

Leland R. Stege-
merten

Robert E. Stewart

Charles L. Stiles

Donnell M. Still

Clarence W. Btoddard,
Jr,

George B. Stone

Reid SBtringfellow

Jack D. Venable
Elias Venning, Jr.
Phillip Viadessa
Willlam A. Vogele
Leonard F, Vogt, Jr.
Robert L. Volz
Warren P, Vosseler
John R. Walker
Joseph K. Walker

“Edward C. Waller ITI

Robert L. Walters
Thormas J. Walters
John A, Wamsley
Frank W. Ward III
Frank T. Watkins, Jr.
James D. Watkins
James H. Webber
Willlam D. Weir

Herman A. Stromberg,Henry C. White

Jr.
James A. Stubstad
Willlam C. Stutt
Phillip B. Suhr
John H. Sullivan
George W. Sumner,
Jr

Charles O. Swanson
Peter 8. Swanson
Claude E. Swecker, Jr.
Harry F. Bweitzer, Jr.
Gerald E. Synhorst
Richard W. Taylor
Malcolm H. Thiele
Philip H. Thom, Jr.
Wallace J. Thomas
Alexander D. Thom-
son
Harry R. Thurber, Jr.
John A. Tinkham
Harold F. Tipton, Jr.
Robert W. Titus
Robert R. Tolbert

Clinton R. Vail
Wallace Valencia

Richard E. Whiteside
Barry D. Whittlesey
Eugene J, Wielkl
Fred J. Wilder
Edwin E, Williams
Ralph P. Williams
Carl B. Wilson
James C. Wilson
Ralph E. Wilson, Jr.
Russell F. Wilson
Richard 8. Wolford
Barkley T. Wood, Jr.
George P. Wood, Jr.
David J. Woodard
Edwin E. Woods, Jr.
William W. Wright
James H. Wynn III
Abdiel R. Yingling,
Jr.
Duane C. Young, Jr.
Randall W. Young.
Charles J. Young-
blade
Charles J. Zekan
Marcus A. Zettel
Edward F. Zimmer-
man, Jr.

The following-named midshipmen (Naval
Academy) to be ensigns in the Supply
Corps of the Navy, from the 3d day of June

1949:

Norman Altman
William “B" Ander-
son, Jr.
William A. Armstrong
Erling O. Barsness
William W. Bennett
Richard B. Blackwell
Glenn 8. Brooks
Robert M. Brown
Herbert F. Butler, Jr.
Danforth Clement
Anthony B. Coburn
Rex 8. Coryell
Charles L. Culwell
Dorsey W. Danlel
Jimmy P. Dearing
Charles DiBenedetto
Holton C. Dickson, Jr.
Chester L. Ditto
Thomas J. Doncher
James E. Durham, Jr.
Henry D. Elichalt
William T. Emery
Gearge D, Fisher, Jr.
Horace P, Fishman
James J, Garibaldi
Willlam L. Gary
Thomas M. Gill
Ephraim P. Glassman
Richard Glickman
Jack H, Haberthier
Don C. Haeske
Richard W. Haley
William G. Hall
Robert P. Hausold
Everett C. Higgins
Bernard C. Hogan

John C. Huenerberg,

Jr.
John P. Ivers
James R. Juncker
George H, Kapp
Robert D. Keppler
John F, EKnudson
Edward M. Kocher
Roy W. Lankenau
Alan ¥. Levine
John E, McEnearney
Robert W, Maxwell
Burton J, Miller
Ralph P. Murphy, Jr.
Donald C. Pantle
Sumner Parker
Eugene H. Pillsbury
Joel Rabinowitz
Robert R. Reiss
Lee O. Rensberger
Richard W. Ridenour
Robert J. Riger
Philip T. Riley
Calvin W, Roberts
Ivan L. Roenigk
William T. Roos
William Sandkuhler,

Jr.
Alfred F. Bimecich
Charles McK, Smith
Howard M. Stuart, Jr.
James G. Tapp
Thomas W. Tift, Jr.
John H. Vice
James B, Way, Jr.
John C. Wilson
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The following-named midshipmen (Naval
Academy) to be ensigns in the Civil Engineer
Corps of the Navy, from the 3d day of June
1949:

Irving Bobrick
Warren F. Brown
Wesley A. Brown -
Neal W. Clements Jr.

William L. Collins Claude J. Quillen, Jr.
Rudolph F. D'Ambra Donald R. Trueblood
Stephen A. Giles Roger G. Tweel
William C, Hall Donald W, Wittschiebe
Gordon W. Hamilton William E. Wynne
Louis E. V. Jackson

The following-named midshipmen (Naval
Academy) to be second lieutenants in the
Marine Corps, from the 3d day of June 1949:
William D. Bassett, Jr.Charles H. Mays
James D. Beeler Robert C. Needham
William A. Black Edward J. O'Connell,

Lemon DeE. Lang
Paul G. LeGros
Walter E. Marquardt,

Kenneth A. Bott Jr.
Philip C. Brannon Lawrence G. O'Con-
Ralph H. Brown nell, Jr.

William J. Budge William C, Peterson
James J. Connors, Jr. Tom D. Parsons
Kelly J. Davis, Jr., Roger W. Peard, Jr.
Lewis H. Devine Theophll P, Riegert
Richard C. Ebel Thomas E: Ringwood,
Richard H. Francis Jr.
James R. Gober Archie R. Rugglerd,
Fred Grabowsky Jr.
Thomas I. Gunning Kenneth W. Schiweck
Wayne L. Hall Merlin F. Schneider,
Robert T. Hardeman Jr,
Thomas P. Hensler, Jr.Richard W. Sheppe
Carlton H. Hershner Eugene O. Speckart
Irven A. Hissom Carl M, Stalnecker
Henry Hoppe III Paul F. Btephenson
Robert G. Hunt, Jr. Allan MacL. Stewart
John M. Johnson, Jr. Joseph Z. Taylor
Charles M. C. Jones,Jack E. Townsend
Jr. Kenneth E. Turner
MacLean Kelley Littleton W. T. Waller
Calhoun J. Killeen II
Robert H. Krider William Wentworth
Randlett T. Lawrence Richard H. West
Charles P. McCallum, Charles S. Whiting
Jr, Harry D. Woods
Robert L. McElroy

The following-named (civilian college
graduates) to be ensigns in the Navy, from
the 3d day of June 1849:

Robert E. Allard Donald O. Modeen
Ralph G. Dalton James S. Orloff
Albert 8. Douglass Glenn E. S8kinner, Jr.
Henry E. Hohn Chandler G. Smith
Bertie G. Homan Charles M. Walker
LeRoy Klein .

The following-named to be ensigns in the
Nurse Corps of the Navy:

Lucille R. Eroupa Frances M. Tibbetts
Lolita D. Surprenant Barbara J. Vines

The following-named officer to the grade

indicated in the line of the Navy:
LIEUTENANT

“J" V. Hart

The following-named officer to the grade
Indicated in the Dental Corps of the Navy:

LIEUTENANT
Ralph H. 8. Scott
In THE MARINE CORPS
APPOINTMENTS
Appointment to the temporary grade of major
general in the Marine Corps

Merwin H, Silverthorn
Appointment to the permanent grade of cap-

tain for limited duty in the Marine Corps

Hubert G. Bozarth
Appointment to the permanent grade of first

Heutenant for limited duty in the Marine

Corps

Merle C. Davis
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Appointment to the permanent grade of sec-
ond lieutenant in the Marine Corps

Robert F. Maiden Henry M. Whitesides

James E. Shugart Charles D, Fay

Dan C. Walker John R. Linnenkamp

Appointment to the permanent grade of com-
missioned warrant officer in the Marine
Corps

Willlam R. Yingling, Jr.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuurspay, ApriL 7, 1949

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.
Msgr. Martin Higgins, of Catholic Uni-
versity, offered the following prayer:

Let us lift up our hearts to God.

We thank Thee, O God, our Father,
who by making all and redeeming all hast
shown us that all in Thine eyes are equal,
and who from among the nations hast
singled out us to be the heralds of that
truth and its champions. Thou didst
state the dignity of the individual in the
Great Book spread wide by the nailed
hands on Calvary. In Thy timeless pa-
tience Thou didst abide while man halt-
ingly read and the law of slavery gave
place to the law of serfdom and the law
of serfdom to the law of privilege. But
the law of equality—that Thou didst keep
by Thee for a people predestined. Thou
didst inspire our forefathers to dare a
glorious and new thing, to write the dig-
nity and worth of the individual into the
Constitution, and upon that sacred truth
to found a Nation. Through the inter-
vening years Thou hast vouchsafed us an
ever deepening insight into the meaning
of that principle, through bloed to know
that slavery cannot be, through want to
realize that economic serfdom must not
be. Thou hast now exalted us, and in
this hour we stand the world’s hope and
faith.

Therefore, O mighty Father, we, Thy
lowly suppliants yet Thy children, humbly
beg and beseech Thee to keep us true to
the high responsibility and trust that
Thy providence hath reposed in us. Send
forth Thy light upon our lawmakers that
they may guide us with unfaltering front
in the way that Thou hast marked out
for us.

In Thy power strengthen and nerve
them courageously to assert the dignity,
the rights, of man at home and abroad
against every foe. Help them and us to
the end that the glory fade not from the
upturned faces of humanity and that in
our land and in all lands freedom prevail
ever. Through Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
yesterday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Scnate, by Mr.
McBride, its assistant enrolling clerk,
announced that the Senate had adopted
the following resolution (S. Res. 103):

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with
profound sorrow the announcement of the
death of Hon. ANpRew L. SoMERs, late a Rep-
resentative from the State of New York.

Resolved, That a committee of two Sena-
tors be appointed by the Vice President to
Join the committee appointed on the part
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of the House of Representatives to attend the
funeral of the deceased Representative.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate
these resolutions to the House of Represent-
atives and transmit a copy thereof to the
family of the deceased.

Resolved, That as a further mark of re-
spect to the memory of the deceased the
Senate do now take a recess until 11 o'clock
a. m, tomorrow.

The message also announced that pur-
suant to the provisions of the above reso-
lution the Vice President had appointed
Mr. WaegneEr and Mr. Ives members of
said committee on the part of the Senate.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Banking and Currency may sit during
general debate today.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Agriculture may sit during general
debate today.

The SPEAKER. Is therc objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. McGUIRE asked and was granted
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an editorial appear-
ing in the Bristol Press March 2, 1949,

Mr. IRVING asked and was granted
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp in reference to a statement that
was made by the President of the United
States in regard to rent control.

Mr. STEED asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the RECORD.

Mr. ELLIOTT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include ex-
traneous matter.

Mr. MULTER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcorp in three separate
instances and in each to include extra-
neous matter.

Mr. ZABLOCKI asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp in two separate
instances, in one to include a resolution
by the Common Council of the City of
Cudahy, Wis., relative to the observance
of General Pulaski’s Memorial Day and
in the other a resolution commemorating
the thirty-first anniversary of the Lithu-
anian nation, adopted by a group of
Americans of Lithnanian descent in
Milwaukee, Wis.

Mr. POULSON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include an article.

Mr. JENNINGS asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the RECORD.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the Appendix of the Recorp and in-
clude a newspaper article from the
Springfield Sun, relative to the establish-
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ment in 1902 of the first club which later
became the 4-H Club movement in the
United States.

Mr. PRESTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend the re-
marks he expects to make in the Com-
mittee of the Whole today and include
therein extraneous matter.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks in the Appendix of the REcorp
and include a speech made by Hon. Clare
Boothe Luce at the Philadelphia Forum,
despite the fact the Public Printer esti-
mates it will cost $175.

Mr. BIEMILLER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and to include
extraneous matter.

DEMOCRATIC TREND IN WISCONSIN

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure to report to the Congress
that the people of Wisconsin have again
risen to the support of the President and
the Democratic Party. In a special elec-
tion to fill vacancies in three State sena-
torial districts three Democrats were
elected.

This victory was particularly signifi-
cant in the Twenty-ninth District, which
is a northern rural area never before rep-
resented by a Democrat. The successful
Democratic candidate is John Olson, a
well-known farm co-op leader in that
area.

It has become quite clear to Wisconsin
farmers that the fine progressive spirit
which has long been their outstanding
characteristic must find political expres-
sion through the Damocratic Party. All
over the State they are breaking with the
Republican stalwarts, who have abso-
lutely nothing to offer the farmer, the
city worker, or the small-business man,
and are turning to the party of real
progress under President Truman’s
leadership.

The action of the farmers and small-
business people in Wisconsin's twenty-
ninth senatorial district, and of the city
workers and businessmen in the third
and seventh districts, is of political sig-
nificance all over the country. The Re-
publican Party stands repudiated on its
record of obstruction and futility. The
program and leadership of the Demo-
cratic Party is endorsed, even in areas
where it has never had strength before.
Those who think they can win votes
away from the Damccrats by a record of
black, blind reaction are due for a big
awakening next election.

REPUBLICAN TREND IN MICHIGAN

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.
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